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1. Location Map

2. Executive Summary
The Newport Transportation Plan is a joint effort between the Town of Newport, Wilmington Area
Planning Council (WILMAPCO), Delaware Department of Transportation (DelDOT), and the Delaware
Transit Corporation (DTC) to examine the impacts that new development will have on Newport and the
surrounding area. This study analyzed the challenges, concerns, and opportunities available to create a
more walkable, bikeable, and transit friendly town. The study area includes the Newport Town Limits, as
well as, surrounding areas in New Castle County that are within a 15- to 20- minute walk from Downtown
Newport.
The main goals of the study as outlined by WILMAPCO include:
1. Assess the transportation network in Newport and surrounding areas of New Castle County to
develop recommendations to improve its multi-modal capacity. Newport is striving to become
a more walkable, bikeable town.
2. Determine the impacts that freight movements to and from the new Boxwood Road Facility
will have on the Town and surrounding area.
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3. Assess the benefits of re-opening the Newport Train Station to commuter rail service and
update the data developed by the 2013 Feasibility Study.
The Newport Transportation Plan developed a purpose and need statement, which centered around
improving the bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure while determining the needs and improvements
necessary for transit to result in a more multi-modal, transit-oriented community. The study reviewed
existing conditions throughout the study area and developed a series of needs, community requests, and
barriers or impediments that are currently inhibiting pedestrian, bicycle, and transit usage.
The result of the study includes approximately 25 recommendations that identify a variety of solutions to
various issues throughout the study area related to:
•

•
•

•
•
•

•

•

Bicycle and pedestrian connectivity through the use of new or improved shared-use
paths and sidewalks; connectivity in areas where gaps occur; improved routes for safer
crossings of streets and intersections
Bus shelter recommendations
Bus route extensions or route changes to create more direct access to popular
destinations such as Prices Corner, Barley Mill, and the University of Delaware/STAR
Campus
Reopening the Newport Train Station, including ADA compliant sidewalks and
connections from Downtown Newport to the Train Station
Parking under SR 141 for the Train Station and new re-development in Downtown
Newport
Improved connectivity and pedestrian infrastructure adjacent to all the schools within
the study area including Conrad Schools of Science, Delaware Military Academy,
Delcastle High School, Richardson Park Learning Center and Richie Elementary
Improved connectivity and access to Powell Ford Park, Banning Park and Ella Johnson
Park; these connections also provide broader expanses of connectivity that enable
numerous residential communities to be linked to each other, schools, and employment
centers while using predominantly lower-stress, lower-volume routes
Connectivity between Downtown Newport and the Boxwood Road logistics facility for
bicycles, pedestrians, and transit riders through a shared-use path between the two, as
well as a recommended extension of current Bus Route 9

These recommendations are also consistent with a Complete Communities Enterprise District (CCED).
Given the increased growth and development slated to occur in Newport in conjunction with the Town’s
commitment to creating a more walkable, bikeable, transit-friendly community, the Town of Newport
could be a prime investment for a CCED.
The recommendations in the Newport Transportation Plan work together to create a multi-modal town
capable of handling new growth with less impact to the existing transportation network. The
recommendations provide a location for a healthy, active lifestyle where community members can live,
work, and play within the Town.
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3. Project Purpose and Need
The Town of Newport, the Wilmington Area Planning Council (WILMAPCO), Delaware Department of
Transportation (DelDOT) and the Delaware Transit Corporation (DTC) conducted the Newport
Transportation Plan to examine the impacts new development will have on the Town, and the surrounding
area, including how those impacts will affect future growth. Additionally, the study considered the
potential benefits that an updated, multi-modal transportation network will have on the Town’s vision for
a more pedestrian friendly Town.
The primary goal of the Newport Transportation Plan is to create a walkable, transit-friendly Town by
developing and enhancing existing, multi-modal transportation throughout the study area.

3. Project Description
The Newport Transportation Plan encompasses the Town of Newport, as well as, surrounding portions of
New Castle County, Delaware. The study area includes Boxwood Road to the north; the Christina River to
the south; S. DuPont Road to the east; and Rothwell Drive to the west.
The Town of Newport is on the verge of a large redevelopment plan for the Downtown core. In an effort
to be proactive with this growth and to respond to growth initiatives as it pertains to transportation the
Town of Newport reached out to WILMAPCO for assistance in creating a more walkable, bikeable, and
transit friendly Town. This effort will ensure that growth and development occur without sacrificing the
transportation network, which is currently operating well. The mission of this redevelopment is to create
a place where people live, work and play, allowing Newport to become a prime destination for the
creation of retail, dining, and residential areas. With that growth comes a responsibility to plan for the
trips it generates, and the impacts of those trips to the traffic volumes, delays, and capacity especially
considering roadways within the Town often carry overflow traffic from the numerous interstates and
regional highways adjacent to the Town. Community concerns stemming from the overflow traffic and
potential nearby development are increasing with reference to traffic congestion and delays. By forging
into the development with pedestrian, bicycle, and transit improvements the Town could potentially
mitigate some of this increased traffic by encouraging non-vehicular transportation movements through
bicycle, pedestrian, and transit infrastructure improvements.
This study analyzed the potential growth of the Town and the surrounding communities. Existing
conditions were analyzed for current challenges, opportunities, and concerns. Potential challenges and
concerns derived from future growth were also included and evaluated. Project Alternatives were
developed and evaluated in a holistic approach covering the entire study area, and recommended
improvements were developed to address a wide variety of concerns including:
•
•
•
•
•

Bicycle and Pedestrian
Transit (Bus)
Train Station
Parking
Freight
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With a goal of providing some level of improvements sooner rather than later, improvements were
developed as short term/low cost, mid-term/moderate costs, and long term/high cost recommendations.
This approach allows for lower cost improvements to be implemented while funding for more costly
improvements is secured.
Bicycle and Pedestrian facilities were analyzed, and improvements were suggested to address:
• Gaps in current infrastructure
• Connectivity between current and future infrastructure
• Adding to or reconfiguring areas that lacked infrastructure altogether
Bus Routes were evaluated for ridership and warrants for bus shelters, bus stop amenities, and
origins/destinations. The 2013 Feasibility Study for a new SEPTA Train Station was also reviewed and
elements that are still applicable were carried over into this study and/or revised for today’s standards.
Parking for the Train Station and within Downtown Newport was also analyzed for locations for additional
ridership parking and/or an improved use of the Downtown streets to reach the goal of a walkable
community while preserving parking. Freight was analyzed within the study area and one particular area
of interest behind First State Plaza was considered a priority for the residents of the adjacent
neighborhood looking for assistance in removing large trucks from their residential community streets.

4. Existing Conditions
Together WILMAPCO and Century Engineering collected existing conditions and data to be used
throughout the analysis of the study. WILMAPCO provided bicycle data including bicycle Level of Traffic
Stress (LTS) mapping, as well as crash data for 2015 through 2018. WILMAPCO provided traffic volumes
including turning movement counts for Justis Street and James Street, Market Street and James Street,
Market Street and Marshall Street, as well as, Marshall Street and Justis Street. WILMAPCO provided
transit ridership data, as well as a warrant analysis for bus shelter needs. Pedestrian volumes were also
provided for several intersections within Downtown Newport. GIS data such as zoning, Newport’s
boundary, sidewalk inventory, and protected lands within the study area were also provided.
The Newport Transportation Plan includes a diverse study area that encompasses Downtown Newport
and its surrounding areas to the north up to and including the new Boxwood Facility along Boxwood Road
(previously General Motors). The study area includes various types of communities, land uses, and zoning
including industrial, commercial, and residential. The study area also includes several schools including
Conrad Schools of Science, Richardson Park Learning Center, Richie Elementary School, Delaware Military
Academy, and Delcastle Technical High School.
The study area boundary, shown on the Location Map, is comprised of the Newport Town limits with a
2010 Census population of 1,055 and was expanded to include the areas within a fifteen-minute walk of
the Downtown area, which encompasses the bulk of the Newport municipal area, as well as parts of
adjacent New Castle County. The study area boundary also includes the former General Motors Plant on
Boxwood Road and the proposed Newport River Trail along the Christina Waterfront. The study area
includes three state routes: SR 4, SR 141, and SR 62. SR 141 and SR 4 are part of the National Highway
System (NHS). NHS is a network of strategic highways within the US serving major airports, ports, rail or
truck terminals, railway stations, pipeline terminals and other strategic transport facilities. The remaining
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roads are local state roads and municipally maintained roads. Portions of SR 141 are elevated through
Newport and there is a grade separated interchange at SR 4. SR 4 and SR 141 are both Principal Arterials
and SR 62, Boxwood Road, is a Minor Arterial. All the state routes have highway lighting with the exception
of the area adjacent to the former General Motors Plant. The study area consists of six bridges along SR
141 including Bridge 527 at Boxwood Road. Bridge 668 is located along James Street and Bridge 159 is a
movable-bascule bridge over the Christina River. SR 141, SR 4, and W. Justis Street are primary evacuation
routes for Wilmington’s Hurricane Preparedness Plan.
The Town completed a streetscape project in 2008 which improved sidewalks, lighting, signing, and
landscaping elements to improve the pedestrian access near retail areas. DelDOT is currently in the final
design phase for the replacement of Bridge 159, which will include improved pedestrian facilities.
The study area is comprised of a vast network of residential roads with a low level of bicycle stress (based
on DelDOT’s Bicycle Level of Stress Analysis and Mapping). Intersections along State Routes, such as SR 4
and SR 62, have a higher level of bicycle stress, due to higher traffic volumes, higher speeds, and less
formal accommodations such as bicycle lanes. In some areas, SR 141 acts as a multimodal barrier blocking
certain areas from others for those wishing to use modes other than vehicles.
The study area includes the site of
the former Newport Train Station
shown in Figure 1, constructed in
1908, and will include an assessment
on the feasibility of re-opening the
Station. The potential Train Station
is located along an existing rail line
that is part of the Northeast Corridor
that parallels E. Ayre Street and
Water Street. It is shared by
AMTRAK, SEPTA, and Norfolk
Figure 1 - Newport Train Station (Photo Courtesy Hagley
Southern. Based on the Newport
Museum Archives)
Train Station Feasibility Study (2013)
several concepts will be further
studied including:
• Grade separated pedestrian crossings
• Land for parking - potentially State-owned land, right of way may be minimal
• Transit Oriented Demand (TOD) - land near the Train Station may be available
• Track location to continue supporting freight movements
• Train station infrastructure as the original train station no longer remains
DART provides two main bus routes in the area. Bus Route 5 travels along SR 4 and Bus Route 9 travels
along Boxwood Road. These routes provide good connections between the City of Wilmington and
Christiana Mall, but there is no direct connection from Downtown Newport to the University of
Delaware/STAR Campus and there is no direct connection from Downtown to Prices Corner.
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The existing conditions data gathering phase was completed with a Community Visioning Workshop held
on January 27, 2020 (Public Workshop #1) that described to the community the purpose of the study,
what topics would be analyzed, and included a roundtable discussion for each topic. Maps were placed
on each table and the attendees were seated in small groups at different tables with the maps. Each study
topic was discussed separately including the size of the study area itself, which was enlarged after the
Workshop to include comments received, types of development and growth, pedestrian & bicycle
infrastructure, SEPTA Train Station, freight movement, and parking. The first important recommendation
from the community was to expand the study area from its previous, smaller footprint to the larger area
shown on the study Location Map on page 3.

5. Environmental, Flooding and Stormwater
The study area is primarily a built environmental in an urban/sub urban setting. This limits the potential
for environmental resources; however, some are present within the study area.
Parks
There are seven parks in the study area:
•

Banning Park

•

Westview Park on Cleveland Avenue

•

Absalom Jones Community Center

•

Ella Johnson Memorial Park

•

Christina River Access Area

•

Newport Skate Park

•

Powell Ford Park

Although not an official park, the Newport River Trail extends along the southern boundary of the study
area. One of the recommendations of this study is to provide a connection from the intersection of S
James Street and E Water Street under SR 141 and connect with to the proposed trailhead for the Newport
River Trail at S. James Street and Water Street.
Any impact to or use of these parks, or the River Trail as a result of any of the proposed recommendations
will require coordination with FHWA to satisfy Section 4(f) and possibly Section 6(f). Additionally,
coordination with the Army Corps of Engineers, DNREC and New Castle County will be required to ensure
all necessary permits, including wetlands, RTE Species, and floodplains are secured.
Cultural Resources
There are three National Register listed resources located within the study area.
A. Washington-Rochambeau Route and Encampment Site
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Portions of this route which extended from Newport, Rhode Island to Yorktown, Virginia pass through the
study area. Along this route is the National Register listed Rochambeau
Encampment Site located off SR 4 (W Newport Pike) between Hershey Run
Drive and Glenmore Drive. On September 6th and 7th, 1781 the PA Second
Division of the French Army, coming from Chester, PA, camped at this site. On
August 29th and 30th, 1782, the MD First Division of Army camped there.
Finally, on August 29 and 30th the PA Second Division camped there again
returning from Elkton, MD.

B.

Oliver Evans Homesite

The former Oliver Evans House was located along
S John Street, between W Ayre Street and W
Market Street. Today, a National Register marker
identifies the homestead’s location of Oliver
Evans, who invented automatic machinery for
flour mills, the first high pressure steam engine for
commercial use and the first American land vehicle
to move under steam power.
C.

Penial United Methodist Church

Located at the intersection of E Market Street and
N Marshall Street, the Peniel United Methodist
Church is a National Register listed resource.
Flooding and Stormwater
Within the study area there are scattered lowlying and flood-prone locations shown in the maps
below. Any recommended improvements within
these areas, such as the recommended
connection to the Newport River Trail, will need to
be developed with resiliency to ensure
sustainability. Additionally, coordination with the
Army Corps of Engineers, DNREC, and New Castle
County will be required before any improvements
are constructed in the areas.
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6. Recommendations
Throughout the study area, various recommendations have been prepared as a result of opportunities,
challenges, concerns, and requests revealed through various Advisory Committee Meetings, Public
Workshops, and existing conditions analyses. Recommendations are categorized as low, medium, and
high cost.
Low Cost/Short Term Improvements are lower cost (up to $250,000) easily implementable
recommendations that can be performed within three years. These smaller projects do not individually
meet all the goals of the study’s Purpose and Need, but they do help temporarily remedy some of the
Town’s concerns. These improvements can be implemented while funding is being sought for the larger
projects or design for the larger projects is occurring. These projects can usually be implemented by the
Town, New Castle County, DelDOT’s Pave & Rehab or Traffic sections, or other smaller entities that have
available funding.
Medium Cost/Mid-Term Improvements are between the lower cost and higher cost improvements
($250,000 - $1,000,000). These improvement projects usually occur three to eight years out from the
study. These projects typically go through a capital prioritization program, such as through WILMAPCO
or DelDOT, and have a multitude of funding options from local to federal funding. Typically they are
funded through DelDOT’s 6-year Capital Transportation Program (CTP), WILMAPCO’s Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP), and DTC’s 5-year Business Plan.
Larger, long term projects generally occur beyond year eight and require the highest costs (over
$1,000,000). These projects are placed in WILMAPCO’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The RTP
identifies our region’s long-term transportation needs and the projects and activities that address them.
The RTP extends at least two decades and must be financially reasonable (based on anticipated revenues)
while meeting air quality standards. The projects in the Plan are divided into the Constrained List (projects
that are funded in the CTP) and the Aspirations List (projects which are not yet funded). Only
transportation projects found in the RTP, are eligible for federal funding. It is a living plan, subject to
continual revision (at least every four years) and a tool for informed transportation and policy decisions.
Century Engineering prepared a Planning and Environmental Linkage (PEL) Study process for the Newport
Transportation Study which resulted in a PEL Report documenting the process and recommendations.
The process can be divided into three phases. The first phase was the data gathering phase where existing
conditions were collected and reviewed. The second phase utilized the existing conditions and community
feedback gathered in the Visioning Workshop to analyze the opportunities, challenges, concerns, and
goals of the project. Potential recommendations were developed, analyzed, and documented to be
discussed with the Advisory Committee and the community. Results from these engagements were
positive and the recommendations were slightly revised. The third phase of the process analyzed funding
sources, prioritization and applying costs to determine categories of low, moderate, and high-cost
recommendations, as well as, short, mid and long-term recommendations.
The recommendations from the study are summarized below on the summary map followed by a
description of each recommendation. The numbers associated with each recommendation correspond
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to the numbers shown on the map, which are consistent (where possible) with the mapping and numbers
presented to the community in the recent public workshop. These numbers do not signify prioritization.
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A. Downtown Newport

14. Shared-Use Connection Adjacent to Ella Johnson Park
Low Cost- $150,000 - Short/Mid-Term Timeframe
Old Farm Lane, adjacent to and east of Ella Johnson Park, extends from just north of the train
tracks, to W Ayre Street where it terminates. The proposed bicycle and pedestrian improvement
would extend Old Farm Lane from W Ayre Street approximately 300 feet north, with a 10-footwide path to Woodbine Avenue. This proposed improvement would provide an improved
connection from the residential areas to the west/north-west of Ella Johnson Park to Downtown
Newport via Ayre Street, providing improved connectivity from these residential areas to the
center of growth, development, retail, dining, and transit stops. Coordination with the
appropriate regulatory agencies, including SHPO and FHWA for Section 106 and Section 4(f)
respectively, will be required to determine permit requirements if construction impacts the Park.
14. Sidewalk / Curb Improvements on Downtown Roads
Moderate/High Cost - $2,480,000 – Mid/Long Term Timeframe (improvements can be phased
while securing funding for future phases)
Sidewalks and curb improvements are proposed along the following Downtown roads: W Ayre
Street from Old Farm Lane to S James Street; S Mary Street from W Market Street to W Ayre
Street; S John Street from W Market Street to W Ayre Street; and S James Street from W Market
Street to E Water Street. Currently residents park their vehicles on the sidewalks and pedestrian
pathways. This results in pedestrians walking in the street, but provides a wider roadway for
vehicles to easily pass each other in a two-way traffic direction. These sidewalk and curb
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improvements would result in cars not having the ability to park on the sidewalk to preserve that
area for pedestrians. The total length of these improvements is approximately 3,100 feet and
could be comprised of five-foot sidewalks on both sides of roads or one 10-foot path on one side
of the road. Improvements can be phased for funding purposes. These improvements will provide
improved accessibility and connectivity for pedestrians in Newport’s Downtown core. A separate
more localized study for this residential area is recommended to vet alternatives for this
improvement with the residential community specifically affected by these potential changes.
16. Intersection Improvements Near SR 141
Moderate Cost - $390,000 – Mid-Term Timeframe (improvements can be phased while securing
funding for future phases)
Intersection improvements are proposed at the following intersections: S James Street and W
Market Street; and S James Street and the SR 141 on-ramp. The total length of these
improvements is approximately 300 feet. These improvements would enhance the walkability of
this area and improve safety at crossings by improving visibility of pedestrians.
18. Connection Under SR 141
Moderate Cost - $400,000 – Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement entails providing a 10-foot wide pedestrian connection under SR 141 from E
Ayre Street to E Market Street. This improvement is approximately 500 feet in length and may
require right-of-way (ROW) from the Skate and BMX Park under SR 141. It would provide
connectivity from existing sidewalks adjacent to the Peniel United Methodist Church to E Ayre
Street under SR 141. Studies are on-going to determine the feasibility of providing parking under
SR 141 in this area. This connection would benefit from lighting along the walkway given the land
use this walkway would serve.
19. Connection to Newport River Trail
Low Cost - $240,000 – Short/Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement would be located at the intersection of S James Street and E Water Street and
connect with the proposed trailhead for the Newport River Trail located on the south side of
Water Street at S James Street. This ADA compliant connection to the Newport River Trail would
ultimately connect Newport to the City of Wilmington. Attractions such the Wilmington
Riverfront and business district would be more accessible for bicycles and pedestrians.
The General Assembly provided Bond Bill funding to DNREC to advance the design of the Newport
River Trail, which is separate from this study. DNREC and New Castle County reached an
agreement for the County to administer this funding. It is anticipated that a concept design will
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begin in early 2021. Details of final design and construction, including funding, schedule, lead
agency, etc. have not yet been determined.
20. Connection to Train Station
Moderate Cost - $400,000 - Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement is proposed to provide an improved connection between the new Train Station
along S James Street and E Water Street south of the tracks to the proposed five-foot wide
sidewalks along S James Street. This recommendation also includes improved lighting for the
James Street underpass. It would provide bicycle and pedestrian access to and from the new Train
Station to Downtown Newport. This recommendation facilitates improved walking and cycling in
the Downtown area moving pedestrians and bicyclists between the business growth area, parking
and the Train Station.

B. Gateway/Wayfinding Signs
Low Cost - $40,000 – Short Term Timeframe
The purpose of this improvement is to facilitate pedestrian movement in Downtown Newport to
local destinations including services, restaurants, historic sites, parks, recreation areas, etc. A
separate study will be required to determine the exact placement of these signs but, for the
purposes of this analysis it is assumed that 30 signs will be required. The study would also
determine a branding of the signs to fit in with the character of the Town.

C. Pedestrian Connectivity Downtown Newport
to Boxwood Road
15. Shared-Use Path along Marshall Street/N. James
Street/Newport Gap Pike
High Cost - $2,640,000 – Long Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path along
Marshall Street from Market Street to Boxwood Road.
This path extends 5,280 feet and will need to be analyzed
to determine if a 10-foot wide path or 5-foot wide
sidewalks can be accommodated based on utility
information, right-of-way and parking.
This
improvement would provide the completion of a gap in
infrastructure linking the new employment center at
Boxwood Road (previously General Motors) with
Downtown Newport. Further improving Newport’s
ability to provide a walkable, bikeable, transit friendly
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location, this link would provide a path connection to commute by train into Downtown Newport
and continue to the Boxwood Facility on foot or bicycle. This would provide an alternative for
those who do not want to disembark from the train and take a bus.

D. First State Plaza
1. Truck Redirection Within Industrial Area South of Windsor Avenue
Moderate Cost - $500,000 –
Mid/Long Term Timeframe
This improvement would extend
Crowell Road to the west through
the parking areas of PEMCO,
Twinco, and United Refrigeration
for approximately 2,000 feet with
a 22-foot wide road sufficient for
large truck traffic.
This
improvement would encourage
trucks to use this new road to
access Sears Boulevard to First State Boulevard which reaches SR 4 at a signalized intersection
rather than traveling through the residential areas of Pleasant Hills Park and Denn Place. This
effort is currently in progress with DelDOT and local legislators.
4. Connection into First State Plaza
Moderate Cost - $500,000 –
Mid-Term Timeframe
Parkview Drive in the Pleasant
Hills Park residential area
currently ends at a wooded
area between two residences.
This improvement includes
connecting Parkview Drive
with First State Plaza with a
10-foot wide multi-use path
completing a gap in pedestrian
and bicycle facilities between
First State Plaza and Pleasant Hills Park/Denn Place. This recommendation would provide the
residential communities with a path to First State Plaza without utilizing a vehicle. Coordination
with the appropriate regulatory agencies will be required to determine if, and what type of
permits are required to construct through the wooded area.
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E. Crossing Maryland Avenue
3. Extension of Latimers Place
Low Cost - $16,000 – Short Term Timeframe
Latimers Place, between Richardson Park
Learning Center, Maryland Avenue and
Boxwood Road Shopping Center ends before
connecting with the existing sidewalk along
SR 4 (S Maryland Avenue) and Grier Avenue.
This improvement extends Latimers Place
approximately 20 feet, with a 10-foot wide
multi-use path to complete the connection
with S Maryland Avenue and Grier Avenue.
This improvement leads pedestrians and
bicyclists to a signalized crossing with
crosswalks at Maryland Avenue and Grier
Avenue. It provides a safer crossing,
ultimately linking the residential areas along Middleboro Road and S. Dupont Road with lower
stress, lower volume residential roadways west to Conrad Schools of Science and the Boxwood
Facility, while avoiding the Maryland Avenue/Boxwood Road intersection.

F. Along Boxwood Road

2. Shared-Use Path Adjacent to Boxwood Logistics Center
Moderate/High Cost - $900,000 – Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path along the north side of Boxwood Road, from
Centerville Road to N Augustine Street which intersects on the south side of Boxwood Road. This
path extends approximately 1,800 feet and is 10-feet wide. This recommendation is under
consideration by the developers of the Boxwood Facility for inclusion in their plans.
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5. Shared-Use Path from N Augustine Street to Birmingham Avenue
High Cost - $2,000,000 – Long Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path along the south side of Boxwood Road, from N
Augustine Street to Birmingham Avenue. This path extends approximately 4,000 feet and is 10feet wide. It will provide improved bicycle and pedestrian access for the residential community,
Boxwood Facility, and Conrad Schools of Science.
6. Crosswalk Striping Boxwood Road and Intersecting Roads
Medium Cost - $300,000 – Mid Term Timeframe
This recommendation improves the crosswalks along Boxwood Road. This recommendation
includes refreshing crosswalks on the minor road approach at unsignalized intersections and
refreshing crosswalks on the minor and major approaches at signalized intersections. This
recommendation includes improving the pedestrian signals and curb ramps. This will provide an
ADA compliant more visible crossings at each intersection to improve safety for pedestrians.
8. Shared-Use Path Around Conrad School of Sciences
High Cost - $1,500,000 – Mid/Long Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path around the entire perimeter of Conrad School of
Sciences. The total length of this improvement is approximately 3,000 feet and is 10-feet wide.
While the residential area roadways near Conrad are relatively low stress and low volume, as
students or staff approach the school conflicts with vehicles increase as there is no sidewalk along
Victoria Avenue or Marion Place. This path will provide a safer alternative to walking or cycling in
the street. This improvement also includes a bicycle parking pad in front of the school adjacent
to the shared-use path. From field assessments this infrastructure can be added to the perimeter
without affecting the ball fields or perimeter fence of the school.
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G. Middleboro Road Improvements

7. Sidewalk/Shared-Use Path Adjacent to Richardson Park Elementary School
Moderate Cost - $600,000 – Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement involves pedestrian improvements along Middleboro Road from Cushman
Road to the entrance to Richardson Park Learning Center. This improvement extends
approximately 1,200 feet and could be comprised of two, 5-foot sidewalks on both sides of
Middleboro Road or one 10-foot shared-use path on the north side of Middleboro Road. It will
provide improved access to the residential area to the east of Richardson Park Learning Center
and Banning Park.
8. Improvement for Crossing Middleboro Road at Richardson Park Learning Center
Moderate Cost - $500,000 – Short Term Timeframe
There is currently no signalized infrastructure in place such as a traffic signal, rapid flash
rectangular beacon (RRFB), or HAWK signal to assist in crossing staff and students from the school
to Banning Park. A traffic signal study is recommended at Middleboro Road at the entrance to
Banning Park. This will improve the pedestrian crossing safety for school children from Richardson
Park Learning Center. This recommendation will require a traffic study to determine the best
solution for this crossing and to determine signal warrants.
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10. Shared-Use Path to Delaware Military Academy
Low Cost - $212,500 – Shot Term/Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a ten-foot wide shared-use path along the south side of Middleboro
Road from the driveway into Delaware Military Academy to Lewis Circle. This improvement will
extend for approximately 425 feet. It will improve access into Banning Park for students from
Delaware Military Academy, as well as for the residents along the south side of Middleboro Road
between the school and Lewis Circle.

H. Banning Park Improvements
Three separate paths are recommended. They could be completed as one project or phased as
separate projects. These recommendations have been shared with New Castle County’s
Department of Parks and they are reviewing/considering these recommendations in future work.
8. Eastern Shared-Use Path into Banning Park
Low Cost - $275,000 – Short/Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path along Lewis Circle. This ten-foot wide path will
extend for approximately 550 feet and would tie into the existing circular Park trail. It will improve
access to Banning Park particularly for residents north of Middleboro Road and east of Richardson
Park Elementary School. Coordination with the appropriate regulatory agencies, including SHPO
and FHWA for Section 106 and Section 4(f) respectively, will be required to determine if, and what,
type of permits are required if construction impacts the Park.
9. Shared-Use Path into Banning Park
Moderate Cost $325,000 – Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path from E Newport Pike, across from Fallon Avenue,
through a wooded area, into Banning Park. This ten-foot wide path will extend for approximately
650 feet. It will create a new access point into Banning Park particularly for the residents on the
north side of E Newport Pike, as well as for school children from St. Matthew’s Catholic Church.
The path exits the Park at a signalized intersection along SR 4, which provides a safe
crossing/entrance into the Park from the residential community to the west. Coordination with
the appropriate regulatory agencies, including SHPO and FHWA for Section 106 and Section 4(f)
respectively, will be required to determine if permits are required if construction impacts the Park.
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9. Western Shared-Use Path into Banning Park
High Cost – 1,150, 000 – Long Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path from Glenhaven Lane, through a wooded area, into
Banning Park. This ten-foot wide path would extend for approximately 2,300 feet. It will create a
new access point into Banning Park, particularly for the residents to the west of the Park along
Glenhaven Lane, Park Lane, Forest Drive and other residents in that area. This would formalize
well-worn paths currently in place that are often used by the residents but are not paved or
formalized in the Park plan. Coordination with the appropriate regulatory agencies, including
SHPO and FHWA for Section 106 and Section 4(f) respectively, will be required to determine if,
and what, type of permits are required if construction impacts the Park.

I. Powell Ford Park Improvements
11. Share Use Path Connection from Stanton Road
High Cost - $2,640,000 – Long
Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a new
circular shared-use path around
the perimeter of Powell Ford Park
from the entrance off Stanton
Road. This path will extend for
5,280 feet and will be 10-feet
wide. It is proposed to tie into
another path from Rothwell
Drive. This would formalize wellworn paths currently in place that
are often used by the residents,
but are not paved or formalized in
the Park plan. Coordination with
the
appropriate
regulatory
agencies, including SHPO and
FHWA for Section 106 and Section 4(f) respectively, will be required to determine the type of
permits required if construction impacts the Park.
12. Shared-use Path from Rothwell Drive
Moderate Cost - $500,000 – Mid-Term/Long Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path off Rothwell Drive at Riding Lane. This path extends
approximately 1,000 feet and is 10-feet wide. It will provide a new access point into Powell Ford
22

Park particularly for residents along, and to the east of, Rothwell Drive. Coordination with the
appropriate regulatory agencies, including SHPO and FHWA for Section 106 and Section 4(f)
respectively, will be required to determine the type of permits that are required if construction
impacts the Park.
This connection would provide connectivity from Bus Route #5 along SR 4 and Powell Ford Park.
Rothwell Drive does not require any modifications for this improved connectivity as it is already
low stress, low volume, and low speed.

J. Pedestrian Connectivity Kiamensi Road/Delcastle High School

13. Kiamensi Road Shared-Use Path
Moderate Cost - $400,000 – Mid-Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path along Kiamensi Road from Rothwell Drive to
Newport Road. This improvement extends approximately 800 feet. It will provide improved
access along Kiamensi Road, as well as, to Delcastle Technical High School particularly for
residents to the south of Kiamensi Road. Currently Bus Route 5 has a bus stop along SR 4. Rothwell
Drive is a low stress low volume road, not requiring any improvements, that can provide a
pedestrian or bicycle connection to Kiamensi Road. This 10-foot wide path would complete a
missing link from Rothwell Drive to the existing sidewalk at Delcastle High School.
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13. Shared-Use Path Connection from Middlebrook Avenue to Delcastle High School
High Cost – $750,000 – Mid-Term/Long Term Timeframe
This improvement involves a shared-use path along Newport Gap Pike from Meadowbrook
Avenue to Woodward Avenue at Delcastle High School. This path extends 1,500 and is 10-feet
wide. It provides improved access along Newport Gap Pike, Woodward Avenue and to Delcastle
High School particularly along and south of Meadowbrook Avenue. This path would complete a
missing link from Rothwell Drive to the existing sidewalk at Delcastle High School.

K. Transit

21. Bus Route Connection from Downtown Newport to Boxwood Facility/Expansion of Bus Route 9 to
the Prices Corner Park & Ride (Costs are based on studies for ridership and implementation, $200,000 300,000)
For a community to expand, grow and not overly burden the existing roadway network a series
of alternative networks must be in place. An example of this is the connection from the
Downtown Newport Train Station and the Boxwood Road Employment Center. This bus
connection would provide a link for those commuting by train to reach the employment center
by bus transportation. This connection would provide yet another alternative to those who may
train into Downtown Newport and then walk or bring their bicycle for the final leg of their
commute. This recommendation would be achieved through an extension or addition to the
Route 9 service. Currently Route 9 travels along SR 4 (Maryland Avenue) and makes a right turn
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onto Boxwood Road. The extended service would continue along SR 4 to Downtown Newport
and make a right turn onto Marshall Street where it would continue through to the Boxwood
Facility. This route could also extend out to Prices Corner and the new Wegmans Market at the
intersection of SR 41/SR 48 (previously DuPont’s Barley Mill Facility). It is also recommended to
monitor this ridership for alternative hours, such as the night shift/third shift as there may be a
ridership group who needs transit at “over-night” or non-peak hours to accommodate factory
hours.
22. Direct Bus Service to University of Delaware/STAR Campus (Costs are based on studies for ridership
and implementation, $225,000 - 450,000)
Currently the existing commute from Downtown Newport to University of Delaware/STAR
Campus requires the use of two bus routes with a transfer at the Christiana Mall. This route
takes approximately one hour. In an effort to shorten the commute and further promote
Downtown Newport as a place to live, work, and play creating a Newport Bus Hub is
recommended. This would shorten the commute, while generating an origin and destination
for riders of this connection. While ridership for this recommendation is currently lower than
the warrant threshold, it is recommended to monitor ridership for implementation at a future
date.
23. New Bus Shelter at SR 4 & Rothwell Drive or Glen Berne Drive
Low Cost $10,000 – $15,000 – Short Term Timeframe
Results of the second Community
Workshop, held on September 30,
2020, indicated a request to add bus
service and improved connectivity
to Delcastle High School and Powell
Ford Park along Kiamensi Road. The
analysis showed that Kiamensi Road
is
a
two-lane
single-family
residential street, while Bus Route
#5 travels a denser, mixed-use
corridor along SR 4. Given the
differences in land use it is
recommended to keep Bus Route #5
in place along SR 4. However,
improvements can be made to
improve the ridership of this bus
route and improve the connectivity
to Powell Ford Park and Delcastle High School. There are existing bus stops along SR 4 at Rothwell
Drive and Glen Berne Drive. Both bus stops do not have bus shelters. A bus shelter is
recommended for one of these bus stops to provide an area for shelter when disembarking the
25

bus or waiting for the bus to arrive. Both Rothwell Drive and Glen Berne Drive are low volume,
low speed, lower stress roadways that could facility a pedestrian or bicyclist who took the Route
#5 bus to reach Powell Ford Park or Delcastle High School. Improved signing could be
implemented to achieve this. No other improvements would be necessary to Rothwell Drive or
Glen Berne Drive. Several pedestrian improvements which are covered in the bicycle/pedestrian
section of the recommendations further improve this connectivity by adding multi-use path
connections from Rothwell Drive to Powell Ford Park and from both Rothwell Drive and Glen
Berne Drive to Delcastle High School by adding a multi-use path connection along Kiamensi Road.
These series of improvements would improve the commuting to both Powell Ford Park and
Delcastle High School without rerouting Bus Route #5 to Kiamensi Road.
While ridership at these bus stops do not meet the ridership requirements for a bus shelter, in
advancing the goals and purpose of this study it is still recommended to provide a shelter at one
of these intersections to promote the overall study goals of making Newport a more walkable,
bikeable, transit friendly town.
24. New Bus Shelter at Market Street and S. Mary Street/New Bus Shelter at Market Street and Marshall
Street
Low Cost $10,000 – $15,000 – Short Term Timeframe
Similarly, the existing bus stops within Downtown Newport were reviewed for bus shelter
requirements. As a result of the community workshop feedback, bus amenities, such as shelters,
are important to the community.
Two bus stops that do not meet
the requirements for shelter
warrants but were recommended
for shelters are along Bus Route
#5 along Market Street at S. Mary
Street and Market Street at
Marshall Street.
These bus
shelters could be the beginning of
a Downtown Transit hub and
would also service expanded bus
ridership for the Downtown
growth and the Boxwood Road
Employment Center.
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25. New Train Station
High Cost - $30,000,000 – 40,000,000 – Long Term Timeframe
Comprehensive analyses of reopening the
Newport Train Station were performed as part of
the Newport Train Station Feasibility Study, Final
Draft Report June 20, 2013 (Feasibility Study).
These analyses included technical studies;
guidance from an established Advisory
Committee comprised of State and Federal
Officials, local business owners, residents, Town
of Newport representatives, DTC, DelDOT and
WILMAPCO; and input received from the
community at three public workshops. Century
reviewed this feasibility study and deemed it still
feasible and appropriate to continue
recommending the re-opening of the train
station.
Based on the previous analyses numerous
opportunities were identified with reopening
the Newport Train Station. These include:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The Station is very close to Downtown Newport
The Northeast Corridor through Newport is currently served by SEPTA
Newport is strategically located between Wilmington and Churchmans Crossing
Station is a good location between rail interlockings
Existing underpass at James Street with serviceable pedestrian connections to connect
both sides of rail line
State of Delaware owns land under US 141, which can be used for Station parking
Historic grid layout of Newport supports various travel mode choices to access Station
Recent development, as well as, proposed development in Downtown Newport support
potential ridership
DART Bus Route 5 provide service in close proximity to Station

The proposed Newport Station will be served by a single high-level platform on the south side of
the Amtrak Northeast Corridor (NEC). The proposed station platform will be located adjacent to
the new section of Track A, which will be constructed alongside existing Track 1 to serve the new
platform. The platform is proposed to be 600 feet long, 14-feet wide, covered and equipped with
stair and ramp access, railings, and lighting. ADA-compliant pedestrian accommodations will
include stair and ramp access between the parking lot level and the platform level, as well as stairs
between James Street and the parking lot.
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Anticipated ridership at the new Train Station was determined using a ridership model required
by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). Based on this model, it was determined that existing
ridership (with a new Station) would total 480 riders and future ridership would total 500 riders.
This ridership model was updated in 2019 and showed that anticipated ridership was still very
high, even when looking at an expanded commute area. This update is included in Appendix A
Newport Train Station Feasibility Study, Final Draft Report June 20, 2013. These forecasted
ridership numbers are significant and support the reopening of the Newport Train Station.
Seventeen trains each weekday are required to support this ridership, however, this number is
expected to increase as SEPTA expands service south of Wilmington. Currently there are ten trains
traveling the corridor providing SEPTA service.
Other analyses the Feasibility Report considered included, Amtrak’s third track project between
Wilmington and north of Newport, which is complete and provides more capacity on the
Northeast Corridor to support the additional service at Newport. For the complete analysis and
conclusions of the Feasibility Report, please consult Appendix A Newport Train Station Feasibility
Study, Final Draft Report June 20, 2013.
Each of the transit improvements listed above have been conceptually reviewed by DTC and are
under consideration for implementation.

L. Project Monitoring Committee
Inspired by other WILMAPCO plans, the formation of a committee is recommended for this study in an
effort to conduct periodic monitoring of key metrics/trends such as land development, traffic, highway
safety, transit service, project implementation status, effectiveness of completed projects, and regional
factors impacting the area. The benefits to a project monitoring and performance measuring committee
is that it provides regular communications between decision makers, community stakeholders, and the
traveling public on progress in plan implementation. The committee provides key information to help the
community understand the consequences and benefits of investment decisions across transportation
assets or modes. The committee can also help prioritize projects allowing for implementation to be
revised as conditions evolve over time. Through ongoing regional interagency coordination small
transportation problems are facilitated as they arise and the community, agencies, and project partners
are in communication to assist in moving the goals of the Town and the study forward into the future.

7. Prioritization
There are various methods to prioritize projects throughout a large study area such as in the Newport
Transportation Study. Several types of prioritization methods were suggested to the participants in this
study including prioritization by location, transportation mode, or funding source. Through Advisory
Committee and Community feedback the prioritization method used for this study is through a locationbased methodology. A location-based prioritization process will group projects by location throughout
the study area in a method that will allow for multiple projects to receive funding from multiple funding
sources simultaneously. Locations could include Downtown Newport, industrial area adjacent to First
State Boulevard, residential area improvements between Downtown Newport and First State Plaza, Train
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Station Improvements, Boxwood Road Improvements, Powell Ford Park, Banning Park, Middleboro Road
Improvements, and the connecting area between Downtown Newport and Boxwood Road.

8. Complete Communities Enterprise District (CCED)
A CCED is a physical area designed to encourage the creation of redevelopment complete communities
that are transit friendly, walkable, and bikeable. These areas promote walking, biking, and public
transportation to encourage healthy lifestyles and lower carbon footprint. This results in reduced
requirements for off street parking. Generally, CCED’s include and encourage higher density
development.
Given the increased growth and development slated to occur in Newport, in conjunction with the Town’s
commitment to creating a more walkable, bikeable, transit friendly community, the Town of Newport
could be a prime location for a CCED. It is the recommendation of this study that the Town of Newport
and New Castle County continue to pursue the creation of a CCED to ensure that development and growth
place a priority on increased transit ridership, improved pedestrian and cycling infrastructure, and
connectivity within and surrounding the Town. The recommendations of this Plan are consistent with and
support the goals of the CCED and provide a framework for DelDOT and the other regulatory agencies to
meet the requirements of the CCED when it is formalized. This Plan identified the necessary infrastructure
improvements however, in keeping with the goals of a CCED, streets within the CCED should maintain a
25-mph speed limit which fits within the land use and character of the Town. Slower speeds are
encouraged and desired and the Town should work with DelDOT in this regard once the District is created.

9. Meeting Summaries
The Newport Transportation Plan Partners held a kick-off meeting with the Project Management
Committee on September 23, 2019 at Old Town Hall in Newport. Century Engineering introduced the
project team to the attendees who represented DelDOT, WILMAPCO, DTC, and the Town of Newport. The
meeting included a walking field view of the study area with a discussion of known impediments, barriers,
concerns, and challenges. The Advisory Committee (AC) also was discussed and the next meeting will be
a presentation to the AC to introduce the project.
The first AC meeting was held October 29, 2019 to introduce the project, discuss the project goals, and
introduce the project team. The AC discussed existing conditions as they pertain to the project goals of
making the Town a more walkable, bikeable transit-friendly Town. The discussion included the topics of
expanding the study area, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, bus routes and amenities, reopening the
Newport Train Station, freight, parking, as well as growth and development. This meeting set the
framework for the next meeting, the Community Visioning Workshop.
The Community Visioning Workshop was held January 27, 2020 at the Old Town Hall. Century Engineering
and WILMAPCO introduced the Newport Transportation Study to the community, introduced the project
partners including the consultant team, and began discussing the existing conditions with the community.
At this workshop, maps were set out on tables and each topic was given a specific color so that markers
on the tables could be used to color code the information on the maps drawn by the community to provide
information such as the study area boundary, gaps in pedestrian connectivity, routes that are frequented
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by bicycles, origins/destinations, types of growth that community would like to have come to the Town,
bus routes, bus shelters and amenities, park access, school access, signing, and environmental/historical
markers. The community was also given the opportunity to discuss issues they felt pertained to the study
area, which included expanding the study area. A large amount of information was collected at this
workshop and used as the foundation for analysis. A workshop summary was provided to the Project
Management Committee.
The second Project Management Committee meeting was held June 25, 2020. This meeting provided a
summary of the community workshop, as well as, recommendations developed as a result of the analysis
and feed gathered at the community workshop. The recommendations were reviewed in detail and
discussed. Revisions were made based on the feedback of this meeting and further developed to be
presented to the AC.
The second AC Meeting was held September 9, 2020. The community workshop was summarized and
recommendations were presented. Recommendations included pedestrian improvements, bicycle
improvements, connectivity, bus routes, bus shelters and amenities, park connections, school
connections, wayfinding signs, Train Station recommendations, and various other recommendations to
make Newport more bikeable, pedestrian and transit friendly.
The information presented to the AC was revised and presented to the community in a workshop on
September 30, 2020. The recommendations were presented to the community and a series of questions
and polls were utilized to gauge feedback and support. Overall, the results were positive and the
recommendations were supported by the attendees.
Results from the community workshop were summarized and presented to the PMC on November 10,
2020. In addition to the results, prioritization of these improvements and the final report were discussed.
Cost estimates were prepared for this meeting and discussed in terms of low, moderate, and high cost
projects, in addition to, short, mid, and long term projects. Determining the mode of prioritizing the
improvements spread throughout a large study area was the main discussion topic.
Results from the community workshop were summarized and presented to the AC on November 30, 2020.
In addition to the results, prioritization of these improvements and the final report were discussed.
Determining the mode of prioritizing the improvements spread throughout a large study area was the
main topic. Cost estimates were prepared for this meeting and discussed in terms of low, moderate, and
high cost projects, in addition to, short, mid, and long term projects.
Results from the community workshop were summarized and presented to the community in a third and
final workshop on December 16, 2020. The workshop summarized the previous workshop, summarized
the final recommendations that will move forward formally within the Newport Transportation Study PEL
Report, discussed cost estimates for each recommendation, discussed the options for prioritization of the
projects by location, mode/type, or funding source, the PEL Report itself was discussed and the next steps.
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Appendix A – Public Workshop Summary Reports
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Newport Transportation Study
Public Workshop
January 27, 2020
Summary Report

The Town of Newport, the Wilmington Area Planning Council (WILMAPCO), the Delaware Transit
Corporation (DTC), and the Delaware Department of Transportation (DelDOT) are conducting the Newport
Transportation Study to examine the impacts new development will have on the Town, and the
surrounding area, including how those impacts will affect future growth. Additionally, Newport will
consider the potential benefits that an updated, multi-modal transportation network will have on the
Town’s vision for a more pedestrian friendly Town. The primary goal of the Newport Transportation Study
is to create a walkable, transit-friendly Town by developing and enhancing existing, multi-modal
transportation throughout the study area.
The first Public Workshop for this study was conducted on January 27, 2020 at the Old Town Hall located
at 15 N. Augustine Street in Newport, Delaware. As part of this Workshop informational displays and
materials were available, comment forms were provided, a presentation was given, and breakout sessions
to discuss specific topics were formed. Thirty-nine people attended this Workshop.
The following provides summaries of the breakout session topics, additional comments that were
recorded throughout the Workshop, as well as Comment Forms that were completed by the public.
Additional information was recorded directly on aerial maps of the study area during the breakout
sessions. Immediately following the summaries, appendices of the actual notes, comment forms and
aerials are available as part of this report.
Breakout Table Sessions
Study Area (Purple Marker on Maps)
• One-mile radius walk from train
• One mile from Boxwood
• Include First State Plaza
• Include Delaware Military Academy and Conrad Schools
• Study area should go out toward Newport Stanton Road toward Old Capital Trail
• Include Five Points out to Stanton Road toward N. Dupont Road
• Is one mile too large?
• Stanton Rd for Station ridership is a divider
• Include shopping centers adjacent to study area
1

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Much transit use at First State Plaza; include First State Plaza including Delaware Military Academy
Not hoping to attract SOV’s to Station, rather have transit use/bike/ped
University students to Philly & Newark
Concerns about community coming out right on 41 roadway – not walkable
Include more on the west side including Glen Berne and Kiamensi (they utilize community center)
Include Champagne Drive
Potential trail from W. Newport Pike
Should expand to Old Capital Trail to behind Prices Corner – Duncan Road
Expand to Stanton and Richardson Park
Expand study area to include DMA & First State Plaza
Parcel along Markel Trail
Old Zingo’s Shopping Center
Richardson Park
Expand Study area north Boxwood not defining line
Want to be inclusive
Purple line (current study area depicted at Workshop) represents walkable community relative to
Markel Trail connector and Train Station
Want to make walking/traveling from Boxwood to Train Station safe and feasible
Rail Station in Newport – multimodal central point

Development and Smart Growth (Dark Blue Marker on maps)
• Trail connection to Markel Trail
• Include a real train station
• Clear accessibility to a trail – signage
• Walkable community
• Intensity of traffic
• Break from insanity of the highways
• Connection from trail to downtown
• Better interconnections between downtown
• Create a “downtown” feel
• Create a “live, work, play” atmosphere
• Walkable downtown
• North to south crossings
• The area is an industrial base; there should be areas of science-based learning and a scientific core
• Pedestrian plaza courtyard
• Wider sidewalks
• Ayre Street/Justis/Market Streets – Library, museum
• Educational core
• Historical aspects of Newport
• Find Evan’s Site and put a marker there
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Connections to parks
Connection to Markel Trail but have to be concerned with sea level rise
Pay attention to flood plain
Development and infill in center of Newport
Strong ped connections from station to bus routes and station
Good place for university students in DE & Philly
Medical facilities
Family friendly eating
Mixed use
Access with ease
Put bike trail in first
Opportunities for one stop shopping
Microbrews
Affordability
Maintain greenspace
Library – Main Street feel
Focus density along Market Street and Justice Street
Industrial area is vacant
Expand trail to Train Station
Increased employment opportunity associated with high tech focus
Mixed use, retail/office/residential
Bike connection from Newport neighborhood into Banning Park
Public pass through First State Industrial Park to Pleasantville Park
Newport port for goods/wares, traveling river, emphasize history
Better access to waterfront
More river recreation/develop recreation area along Riverfront
No more big businesses; Focus on small businesses; More artisan shops
River recreation

Pedestrian and Bicycle Infrastructure (Green and Orange on maps)
• Bicycle level of stress
• Schools
• 141 on-ramp needs improvement
• N. James Street at gas station
• Consider moving pedestrians around 141 on ramp – concern for pedestrian traffic
• Trails by Forest Drive
• Allow entrance into Banning Park from behind
• Connect downtown to Boxwood through Richie
• Place a bike share at train station and Boxwood for connectivity options
• Increased sidewalks between Newport and Boxwood
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Protect pathways through some of the surrounding neighborhoods – protect pathways with
shoulders and physical barriers
More access to Banning Park – access through wooded area to the west, connect to existing trails
Connect Banning Park north and south across Newport Pike
Connect First State Plaza to neighborhood to east
Access to Boxwood area – rideshare
Protected walkways – numerous sidewalks; protect with shoulders or physical barriers
Fill in gaps
Connections between neighborhoods
Lighting – sidewalks everywhere especially into the train station
No good sidewalks on SR 4
Missing areas of sidewalks on Stanton Road and within neighborhoods
Ped phases at James/Marshall/Justis/Market are bad
Not safe for peds in streets especially not kids or disabled
Extensive sidewalks between center of town and train station
Powell Ford Park and Banning Park need trails that connect to sidewalk network for transportation
and recreation
Bike & ped connections for all bus stops
Add amenities at bus stops
Add protected bike lanes and/or shoulders
There are failing Boxwood Road intersections that are failing
All major arteries and some neighborhoods need sidewalks including Boxwood and each side of
141
Bike & ped connections to shopping/retail areas
Sidewalks along Boxwood for ped access
Safe paths for bike/ped to all schools
Neighborhoods run right into main road
Speed bumps
Signage
Traffic calming aprons
Bike trail around industrial park
Expand sidewalks
ADA
Change traffic pattern to eliminate truck traffic
No traffic cut-throughs in residential areas to promote walking & biking
Additional connections to Markel Trail to North
Bike lane between First State Plaza and Newport
Bike connections from local schools to downtown Newport
Protected walkways
Continuous sidewalks
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Connections between neighborhoods
Bus stop amenity connections
Protected bike lanes
Shoulders on main roads
Neighborhood connections
Reduce need to bike on main roads
Bike/Ped connections from E. Newport Road to Boxwood Road via N. Augustine Street, Becker
Avenue and Troy Avenue
Sidewalk from James Street to Ella Johnson Park
Sidewalks on all neighborhood streets
Bike/ped crossings across W. Newport Pike at State Street and Gregg Avenue
New connection across RR Tracks to Banning Park
Bike/ped access between Gordy Estates Park, neighborhood to south and downtown
Downtown interconnections to trail network
Bike/ped facilities along Water Street
Sidewalks in Denn Place neighborhood

Multi Modal Connections (Red on maps)
• More bus routes
• Bus between downtown and Boxwood
• More north/south bus routes
• Transit hub
• Bus stop under 141 on Ayre Street – southside could be a transit hub with park n ride and hub
• Bus Stop amenities – signs, shelters, lighting
• Better transfers within the system – less spoke & hub
• Signage for DART App
• Safety for transit users at bus stops – crosswalks needed
• Bus route Kiamensi Rd to Powell Ford area connection
• Well-lit shelters
• Modify Rt 9 from Boxwood to Newport to Train Station to Prices Corner; have the Route 9 go up
to Prices Corner
• Add a route from Old New Castle to Barley Mill Plaza with limited stops
• Add a route that services Maryland Avenue to Kirkwood Highway to serve Prices Corner with bus
pull offs on roadways
• Add SR 141 Bus Rt New Castle to Wegmans’s with limited stops
• Better signage at bus stops
• Routes 62 and 41 feel very tight and bus stops feel unsafe
• Existing Bus Routes 5, 9, 6, 18 – not a north/south connection – needed
• Is there a bus that serves Delcastle, Conrad, and DMA? How do we get them to bus there?
• More consistency and higher frequency of buses
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

More responsive and efficient buses
Safety around hubs
Buses not promoted
Education and access to education
Incentivize to use bus system
North/south connection needed to serve study area
Bus access to train station: potential park and ride
Bus connection between Marshall Ave and Kirkwood Highway
Pull outs for buses to maintain traffic flow
Frequency of existing routes
Timeliness
Need crosswalks at bus stops
Powell Ford Connection
Intersection improvements needed at Boxwood Rd and Newport Gap Pike, Boxwood Rd and 141,
and Newport Gap Pike on-ramp, and 141 off-ramps
Connections between Del Castle Technical High School and downtown via Kiamensi Road and
Newport Gap Pike
Connections between Conrad High School and downtown through neighborhood south of school
Reduce driver confusion in downtown core entering and exiting 141

SEPTA Train Station
• Improvements to James Street underpass
• Build a fourth track
• Work with the James Street Bridge
• How will we cross the tracks? Tunnel is limiting; overpass is wanted
• Covered waiting room
• Could MARC come to Newport?
• Covered platform
• Ped overpass for a future trail
• James Street underpass needs lighting
• Ability to purchase ticket in Newport to go to Philly
• Amenities – businesses, refreshments, do more than bare minimum
• Add bike rental location
• Add a charging station
• Add a “Welcome to Newport” kiosk
• Skate park relocation
• Parking
• Provide heated/AC station instead of just platform
• Make sure proper drainage around station
• Update crossings around train station
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Park N Ride
Shuttles to shopping sites
Connections to trails
Covered waiting area
Welcome to Newport kiosk
Transit oriented development – walkable accessibility

Impacts of Freight (Black on map)
• Widening of Boxwood Road over 141
• Centerville Road area runs across two bridges
• Pleasant Hills is having an issue with trucks from McCarther Drive and First State Plaza
• Appropriate pull-over area for trucks
• Much truck traffic in residential areas
• Signage
• Circulate truck traffic near Boxwood center instead of downtown Newport; widen SR 141 access
to SB 95 so that more trucks use it
• Boxwood parking should be restricted in Newport
• Provide direct access from Boxwood to 141 to eliminate residential cut-throughs
Parking (Pink on map)
• Park under Ayre and James Street
• Utilize existing parking under 141
• Parking garage downtown (James or Ayre Street)
• Spots off James & Ayre Streets
• Limit parking; don’t want to encourage more cars
• Clean up Routes 62 and 41
• Parking building
• 141 Viaduct
Additional Workshop Notes
General Comments
• Cars coming out of the roads along Newport Gap Pike (Meadowbrook Ave – Stanley Ave) must
pull up so far to see and pull onto the road that it impedes bicyclists & pedestrians
• Community center focus – especially bike/ped - Need adequate access - Trails and or pathways
to the center would be useful
• Intersection at Boxwood Road and Centerville Road is very hazardous
Study Area
•

Increase access to Dunkin’ Donuts/Old Capitol Trail – people will use this connection (the people
in Marshallton could also utilize)
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•
•
•
•
•

Increase study area to include areas in the West & the East
Include all residents of Conrad Schools of Science and Delcastle Technical High School
In general, a more holistic study area is desired – even if it expands further beyond Newport
Extend east, Richardson Park – DuPont Road west to Stanton Road
North of Boxwood

Development and Smart Growth
• Family friendly eating establishments
• 24/7 medical facility
• Local doctors & dentists
• Mixed use (shops, boutiques, etc.)
• Try and keep businesses local & quaint (not much desire to live above a Walgreens)
• Bike trails & bike infrastructure very important
• Good for older & younger crowds
• “Build it and they will come”
• Highest priority
• Make sure trails and pathways connect to outdoor activities
• Connections to local parks
• Keep the main street/local feel to Newport proper
• Professional services are important for this
• Keep the business local/artesian
• Ride share possibilities (especially under the bridge)
• Electric car charging stations (also under the bridge)
• Places for live entertainment
• Access to popular locations (especially late-night places, such as Liquid Alchemy and breweries)
• Affordable housing is very important; no desire to price out the people who currently live there
or want to live there with the new development and transportation improvements
• Local library – desired by young and old population
• Pedestrian Plaza
• North/South crossing for Newport is desired
• Trail name dedicated to someone of important from the area
• Strong educational basis means a need for good access and amenities
• Diversified activities along the river
• Emphasize the historical areas of Newport
• Give mixed use but allow local retail
• Affordability for housing choices
• Ped crossing on Newport Pike
• More bikeways
• Science-oriented, educational related business development
• Don’t build in floodplain
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Pedestrian and Bicycle Infrastructure
• Bike share at Station and Boxwood
• Protected walkways with buffer
• Connect neighborhoods with paths & sidewalks
• Additional trail connections within parks to neighborhoods
• Let redevelopment help build sidewalks
• Eliminate truck traffic in Newport & keep trucks from surface streets
• Add lighting to sidewalk network
• Traffic calming in neighborhoods – speed bumps, rumble strips, other traffic calming
• Must consider walkable/bikeable as important
Multi-Modal Infrastructure
• Overall infrastructure is poor
• Lack of sidewalks along Kaimensi Road and Newport Gap Pike
• Cars traveling at high speeds on cut-throughs from E Justis Street/E Newport Pike to Boxwood
Road
• Traffic calming should be implemented throughout Newport proper
• Truck aprons and other creative traffic calming methods should be utilized
• Crosswalks lacking throughout study area; walking to workshop location (Old Town Hall) was
hazardous
• Ability to bring bicycle on the train should be allowed
• Bike share options (rent a bike upon arrival to Newport)
• Protected pathways and bike lanes desired (separated using a shoulder/barrier)
• Fully contiguous sidewalk system connecting all of Newport
• Local connections between neighborhoods to avoid the main highway
• Local/back entryway into Banning Park
• Bike/ped connections to & from schools in the study area
• Pedestrian signalization needs to be updated and optimized
• Analyze truck traffic throughout the study area – especially projection of truck traffic generated
by the Boxwood Plant
Transit
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Transit throughout the study area needs an increase in frequency and efficiency
Investigate ways to encourage bus ridership
Possibly send out a survey to residents asking why they don’t use the transit system
Poll/questionnaire asking what stops/services are desired
Make sure all bus stops and areas are easily accessible and kept nice
Promote the transit system with local business discounts and/or other incentives
Promote the DART App
Education about the transit system needed
Transit to popular sporting events
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•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Packages for sporting events that include tickets & transportation (transit)
Signage needed for where to go when you get off the bus – where is the next bus stop, where
are the closest eateries/amenities, etc.
Easy access to the transit system directly from the train
Need a transit hub/park and ride combination
Connection from New Castle to the Wegman’s
All bus stops need proper amenities, including a shelter and lighting
CSX as a passenger option – In Elsmere there is a CSX & NS/Amtrak connection
Make DART easier to use – more advertising and more frequency
DART serve the schools in area
More bus access to serve new station
Bus pull-offs on two lane roads
Transit hub on Ayre Street to serve as park and ride
Dial A Ride Systems with defined boundaries
Micro-transit/Mini transit
Transit App - similar to Uber or Lyft
SMART card for long distance pick up – Wilmington/Philadelphia to Newport
Transit pick-ups at rider’s homes

SEPTA Train Station
• Make sure there is ticket availability from start of the train ride all the way to desired
destination
• There shouldn’t be a need to have to get off at Newark/Wilmington just to get another ticket to
finish the trip
• Amenities needed at the train stop so it is not just a place to get on/off food, shops, etc.
• Study the possibility of MARC access
• A structure like Wilmington’s train station
• “Welcome to Newport” kiosk – tell of local restaurants, historic areas, shops, etc.)
• Floodplain concerns with station access
• Prime sidewalks add lighting
• Shuttles to shopping, downtown development
• “Welcome to Newport” kiosk
Freight/Parking
• Currently an issue with trucks traveling in truck restricted areas
• Truck traffic is bad on West Ayre Street; trucks going down the street, then getting stuck and
unable to navigate and leave
• Larch Avenue to West Ayre Street popular truck route, but not appropriate roads for trucks
• Future trucks delivering to local street front business causes slowdown in traffic due to having to
park in a travel lane – have possible pull off areas for deliveries only
• Truck signage showing truck restricted areas needed
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Consider First State Plaza truck traffic
Improve Boxwood Road in anticipation of increase in freight movement
Build a downtown parking garage in anticipation of new development, however, don’t build a
ton of new parking areas
Centerville Road Study
Truck route between Lindenberg & McArthur along tracks from First State Plaza
Bad turn movement Boxwood to Newport Gap Pike – fix geometry
Shared parking at Park N Ride
Structured parking with new development
Use truck control devices, new fines & license points to deter surface street use
Structured parking for Town, shared with Town and development
LOS counts eastbound, west of Newport
RR crossing on Centerville Rd back ups

Public Comments
Question 1: Please share any ideas for improving how you get around in or near Newport by car, bicycle,
walking or public transit.
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•

Put Newport Gap Pike on a road diet, this will help connect Price’s Corner and points north to
Newport and New Castle
Support the connection to the Jack Markel Trail - could expand to Price’s Corner - there is no
alternative to New Castle because 141 is limited access
Improve bike facilities along Rt. 4
Commendable is in carrying forth that by WILMAPCO’s prior Director (Taft) to find a renewed railbased commuter neighborhood
Rail and bike trail commuters may be a substantial reduction of global warming, pollutant
emissions
Motorize bikes/mini carts, automated carts, drones best be afforded to access the mandatory
broadened physical arear to justify a rail commuter station for Town’s population of 1,050. (Bikes
do work in Amsterdam, Copenhagen, etc.)
CSX earlier did supply efficient passenger service, it became financial loss – then began to
concentrate on profit making cargo (Boxwood site as an alternative?)
Previous feedback regarding the Newport Rail Station was negative – inadequate access, excess
cost for land for servicing/parking, and infrastructure costs in excess of $33Mil
Better timing of red lights
Large trucks limited

11

Question 2: Please share any concerns or needed safety improvements for walking, biking, public
transit, or driving in or near Newport.
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Easy pedestrian access from one mile is absurd (A 12-minute, 800 yd. walk until recent years was
a maximum at educational facilities.)
Alluding to Boxwood and Rail Station sites as “a given,” thus preference to a singular Developer,
is a myopic, “red herring.”; Should wait to have public monies before assuming it is available;
Intersection at 41 and Boxwood Rd have required major interchange improvements; DelDOT/
New Castle County have denied access of major intersections at Rt. 48/Rt. 141 and granted further
direct access to onto major feeder toward Newport/I-95-Rt. 13, the Ports, Air and intended new
Rail Station
Today, few use the public bus – an unjust public subsidization – and an unrealistic mode of service
State proposal to provide secondary road system thru developments failed
A limited range of smaller buses works well
Interconnect Conrad, Hodgson & Newport Neighborhood as focal educational institutions/library
Mini car to board high speed rail
Easy access to Station is critical; should not a more accessible site be considered than for impacted
Newport
Location of this meeting is not pedestrian friendly
Too few crosswalks and pedestrian crossings along Rt. 4
Need a network of trails and on road facilities
Lighting, sidewalks, tractor trailers

Question 3: Please share any other thoughts.
•
•
•

Connect, connect, connect
Preserve open space and connect it for all, not just by car
Maximize a protected Christina Riverfront, bikeable, trail park with interconnection to the
Markel/Greenways trails; Caution on potential of being attractive nuisances / lack of security,
required protection from auto/truck vehicles, private property resistance – buildings within the
floodplain
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Appendix A
Public workshop Sign in Sheets
Comment Forms
Maps
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Sonia Marichic-Goudy
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Dave Gula <dgula@wilmapco.org>
Tuesday, January 28, 2020 4:03 PM
Sonia Marichic-Goudy
Theodore Foglietta; William F. Conway
FW: Mini Transit

Sonia,
Here is an additional comment from the Delmarva Rail Passengers Association.
Dave Gula
Principal Planner
WILMAPCO

From: Ken Potts <kenpotts50@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2020 9:14 PM
To: Dave Gula <dgula@wilmapco.org>; Dooley, David (DelDOT) <David.Dooley@delaware.gov>
Subject: Mini Transit
Dave,
Thanks for facilitating a successful Transportation Planning Workshop in Newport this evening. Just wanted to
very briefly follow up with you and David about a potential new service that DTC could contract out to serve
the Newport station with possible applications elsewhere.
Dial A Ride systems, as you may recall, operated within defined boundaries as demand response services that
served central locations, and other longer transit bus lines. Micro Transit, or mini transit, that is developing in
Southern California is simply digital dial-a-ride. Accessing a transit app similar to Uber of Lyft, for an additional
fare, a van or sedan picks up passengers near or at their residences, and transports them to regular, longer
bus routes.
The neighborhoods surrounding Newport could use such a service to 1) reach the new train station; and 2) to
serve existing core DART routes. I found myself this evening getting into the discussion of thru fares, i.e.,
picked up at the curb using a SMART card, and traveling long distances such as Wilmington or
Philadelphia. Those details can certainly come later. But, please consider including a mini-transit service as a
possible alternative to accommodating Newport riders with free parking. It may be time to consider having
transit go to riders' homes so that they don't have to use their cars,

Ken
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Newport Transportation Study
Public Workshop
September 30, 2020
Summary Report

The second Public Workshop for this study was conducted on September 30, 2020 via ZOOM. This
workshop was held in a webinar format with a presentation of alternatives followed by a live Question
and Answer Session.
The following provides summaries of the workshop and corresponding feedback.
The workshop hosted 27 attendees. Information was presented regarding the results of the first public
workshop and the corresponding analysis completed regarding the following topics:
•

Study Area Boundary

•

Development and Growth

•

Transit

•

Pedestrian/Bicycle Infrastructure

•

SEPTA Train Station

•

Parking

•

Freight

Throughout the presentation polls were used to gather information and feedback. The following
feedback was received through the polls:
Newport Transportation Study 2nd Workshop Poll Results September 30, 2020
Do you currently use transit (bus/train) in Newport / Study Area?
Do you currently use transit (bus/train) in Newport / Study Area?
Does this list of development goals meet your goals for future
growth?
Does this list of development goals meet your goals for future
growth?
Does this list of development goals meet your goals for future
growth?

1

Answers
Yes
No
No

Tally
3
14
2

%
18%
82%
12%

Yes

13

76%

Unsure

2

12%

Do you support the improvement of sidewalks within Central
Newport Residential Areas (Ayre Street, South Mary Street, South
John Street)?
Do you support the improvement of sidewalks within Central
Newport Residential Areas (Ayre Street, South Mary Street, South
John Street)?
Do you live, work or play in Newport / Study Area? (Select all that
apply)
Do you live, work or play in Newport / Study Area? (Select all that
apply)
Do you live, work or play in Newport / Study Area? (Select all that
apply)
Do you live, work or play in Newport / Study Area? (Select all that
apply)
Do you live, work or play in Newport / Study Area? (Select all that
apply)
Do you live, work or play in Newport / Study Area? (Select all that
apply)
Do you plan to use the new Newport Train Station when it is in
operation?
Do you plan to use the new Newport Train Station when it is in
operation?
Do you plan to use the new Newport Train Station when it is in
operation?
Overall, do you support the Newport Transportation Study
Overall, do you support the Newport Transportation Study
Did you attend the first Newport Public Workshop on January 27,
2020?
Did you attend the first Newport Public Workshop on January 27,
2020?
Do you support the proposed bicycle and pedestrian improvements?
Do you support the proposed bicycle and pedestrian improvements?
Will a Marshall Street Connection between the Center of Newport
(Train Station) and Boxwood Road (Boxwood Facility) improve your
ability to travel throughout the study area?
Will a Marshall Street Connection between the Center of Newport
(Train Station) and Boxwood Road (Boxwood Facility) improve your
ability to travel throughout the study area?
Will a Marshall Street Connection between the Center of Newport
(Train Station) and Boxwood Road (Boxwood Facility) improve your
ability to travel throughout the study area?
Would you be more likely to use transit it if the proposed
improvements were implemented?

2

Yes

14

88%

Unsure

2

13%

Live; Shop

2

13%

Work

4

25%

None of the
above
Live

5

31%

1

6%

Play

3

19%

Work; Shop

1

6%

Unsure

4

27%

No

2

13%

Yes

9

60%

Unsure
Yes
Yes

2
15
9

12%
88%
50%

Yes

9

50%

Unsure
Yes
Yes

1
17
11

6%
94%
73%

Unsure

3

20%

No

1

7%

Unsure

6

38%

Would you be more likely to use transit it if the proposed
improvements were implemented?
Would you be more likely to use transit it if the proposed
improvements were implemented?

Public Question and Answers
Will there be a recording of this available
for those unable to attend?

Ran Barton

Thanks!
Ran Barton
Good question!
Bill Dunn
question from attendee: With the influx of Anonymous Attendee
new large scale businesses at the old GM
plant, has there been a study of the
possible number of employees and traffic
that may be introduced to the area.

Along with that, what is the impact of such
a sizable increase, with possibly round the
clock (24 hr) operations, to the local
neighborhood?
Will there be a vocal Q & A?
What is the status of the SEPTA Newport
train Station.
Just written Q&A is NOT good.
Road improvements and signalization
were also included. I know that for a fact.

Bill Dunn
John Flaherty
Bill Dunn
Bill Dunn

Where is the boxwood road logistic center
How does this plan relate to the County’s
Complete Community Enterprise District
plan? Does it support it, diverge from it?

Anonymous Attendee
Peggy Schuktz

Still confused where logistics center
location. in reference to kiamensi rd
intersection with rt 41/newport pike where is the new development? i travel
this area frequently but am not visualizing
the logistics center.
Not sure you got my earlier question
reached you, when I called in from my
iPhone. Does this Newport plan full
support the Complete Communities

Anonymous Attendee

Peggy J. Ostrom Schultz
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Yes

6

38%

No

4

25%

Enterprise District proposed by the
County?

Definitively required is a major
improvement of access/egress from
Boxwood Rd. on to Rt. 141 direct.
what's the typical sidewalk depth where
bus shelters are located? there's some
narrow sidewalks in Newport. not sure
whether it's an issue, in context of new
development along market street, at the
new recommended shelter locations.
thanks guys. great work.
Where is the Rt.4
improvements/signalization in the report
that was discussed in the first meeting?
What provision, if any, is being made for
charging electric vehicles?

Charlie Weymouth

Excess cost to locate station where
indicated.
In the general pecking order, when would
the James st. sidewalk improvements
occur?
Inadequate disclosure of highlighting of
waterfront and access thereto. Access to
Parks can be resisted as attractive
nuisances
Since a CCED, by definition, prioritizes the
Newport project funding, how does that
play out?
What individual governances will/should
pick up costs for particular infrastructure?
Increased local taxes?
Road improvements must occur to access
our improved Ports

Charlie Weymouth

Ryan Kennedy

Bill Dunn

Peggy J. Ostrom Schultz

Bill Dunn

Charlie Weymouth

Peggy J. Ostrom Schultz

Charlie Weymouth

Charlie Weymouth
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Does this plan address your
transit, bicycle, pedestrian,
parking, and freight needs or
concerns? Why or why not?

Newport Transportation Study end of workshop feedback summary September 30, 2020
Are there any
Do you have any
improvements within
How would you
concerns about any of
How was the
How was the
the Study you are
rate this workshop
the improvements with
video quality? audio quality?
particularly in support
experience?
the Study?
of and why?

Not as extensively as would
Connections between
have hoped. Specificity of
Rothwell Dr. and PowellRt.4 improvements (i.e.
Ford Park, but I think it
additional sidewalks,
would be highly
shoulders, signaling).
expensive.
Yes

All equally important

I like the walking,
For the younger generations
connecting links - to
and future generations, this Delcastle HS, the truck
area will be ideal and a super problem near First State
place to visit/live.!!! Great Plaza - and cross walks
presentation tonight.
along Boxwood Rd greatly needed!!!

Typical problem is a pre
existent station and rail
alignment has been over
time incurably impacted by
traffic constricting growth.
Recommendation by this
office was to alternately
locate Wilmington station at
AMTRAK service yards or,
preferably, at Claymont.

see Question 1

7

8

7

Potential Impact to
existing businesses

8

9

9

Bus stops along Rt 4
and creating bus
shelters - please make
sure they are not right
in the path of puddle
spray - and that they
will keep at least 8-10
people dry in inclement
weather.

10

10

10

Multiple waterfront
usages and multiple
While encouraging
mode access. We must access via pedestrian
project use of mini
and bike to Parks, long
auto. Think of intended held negative feeling by
location and proximity adjoining neighbors of
not only to waterfront
becoming attractive
but major New Castle
nuisances.
Airfield.

9

9

8

10

10

10

Train station is number 1 No all are necessary

10

9

9

Very excited for the rail
improvements.

9

10

8

10

10

10

The addition of a new
It is great to see there will be train station provides
multi modal options.
transportation options
to the community.
I believe it is a good start
See below.

yes

rail and trail, parking
under 141.

i asked about sidewalk
depth. just thinking
ahead about the
downtown
redevelopment we are
working on and
potential amenities like
sidewalk dining.
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Any additional questions
or comments you would
like to share with the
project team?
Members of the public
should able to hear and
interact with others
involved in the Workshop,
even on Zoom.

Great job tonight !!

HIGH COMMENDATION
TO SONIA MUNICHOC(?)----FAST, MOST
ARTICULATE.
\CHARLIE WEYMOUTH

Great job with the
presentation. Thorough
and easy to understand.
Thanks
I'm sorry I had to leave
early. I will watch the
recording once it's
available.

we appreciate your hard
work. thank you.

Newport Transportation Study Attendee List Workshop 2 September 30, 2020
User Name (Original Name)
First Name Last Name
Email
Randi Novakoff
rnovakoff@wilmapco.org
Bill Dunn
Bill
Dunn
Bill_Done@msn.com
AG
AG
anson.gock@delaware.gov
cb
cb
bradley@udel.edu
Tony
Tony
twilliams@willsgroup.com
jrar
jrar
janders@udel.edu
Anthony Albence
Anthony
Albence
cua20064@aol.com
John Corbett
John
Corbett
jacorbett70@msn.com
Matt Meyer
Matt
Meyer
matthew.meyer@newcastlede.gov
Kelly Valencik
Kelly
Valencik
kelly.valencik@delaware.gov
Rep. Kim Williams
Rep.
Kim Williams
Kimberly.Williams@delaware.gov
Jennifer Kmiec
Jennifer
Kmiec
jkmiec@committeeof100.com
Ellen Leonzio
Ellen
Leonzio
ellenleonzio@gmail.com
Stacey D
Stacey
D
Stacey.dahlstrom@newcastlede.gov
Bill
Bill
williamconway@comcast.net
John Flaherty
John
Flaherty
jdf0000@aol.com
djorkney
djorkney
djorkney@aol.com
Jack Walsh
Jack
Walsh
john.walsh@delaware.gov
Charlie Weymouth
Charlie
Weymouth
CWEYMOUTH@AOL.COM
Attendee Randi
Attendee
Randi
rnovakoff@outlook.com
Kathleen Grier
Kathleen
Grier
kathleen.grier@aecom.com
steve davies
steve
davies
sdavies@apexengineeringinc.com
Spiros Mantzavinos
Spiros
Mantzavinos
spiros.mantzavinos@yahoo.com
Peggy J. Ostrom Schultz
Peggy
J. Ostrom Schultz schultz_peggy@yahoo.com
Adam Crosby
Adam
Crosby
acrosby@delawaregreenways.org
Josh Thomas
Josh
Thomas
joshua.thomas@delaware.gov
Ran Barton
Ran
Barton
ranbarton@gmail.com
Ryan Kennedy
Ryan
Kennedy
rkennedy@harveyhanna.com
Marc Cote
Marc
Cote
marcnbuzz@aol.com
CMoore
CMoore
cmoore1440@aol.com

Newport Transportation Study
Public Workshop
December 16, 2020
Summary Report

The third Public Workshop for this study was conducted on December 16, 2020 via ZOOM. This workshop
was held in a webinar format with a presentation of alternatives followed by a live Question and Answer
Session.
The following provides summaries of the workshop and corresponding feedback.
The workshop hosted 42 attendees. Information was presented regarding the results of the second
public workshop and the corresponding analysis completed regarding the following topics:
•

Study Area Boundary

•

Development and Growth

•

Transit

•

Pedestrian/Bicycle Infrastructure

•

SEPTA Train Station

•

Parking

•

Freight

Cost estimate for the recommendations were discussed as well as various avenues of prioritization.
Throughout the presentation polls were used to gather information and feedback. The following
feedback was received through the polls:

Public Question and Answers
Question
Not a question but Dermody Properties is paying for the shared use path in
front of Amazon
Powell Ford Park
Is the path between Forest Brook Glen thru Banning Park cutting through
the Park Lane development?

1

Name
Stephen Davies
Rep. Kim Williams
Justin Chaney

Thank you
Will this connect to the existing pathway around Powell Ford?
That would be fine to share. Thanks
Love the Powell Ford connection, Thank you!!!
How long did the Newark train station take in planning and construction?
Remind me again what is the dollar range for each cost category?
Regarding Conrad, I believe Red Clay is due to be remodeled depending
upon referendum
From an overall perspective, Newport with a train station has the possibility
to become more of a city center with additional apartments similar to the
project on Silverside road

Rep. Kim Williams
Rep. Kim Williams
Stephen Davies
Sharon Fickeissen
Bill Dunn
Sen. Spiros Mantzavinos
Jim Baran
Jim Baran

You didn't mention Community Enterprise Districts. Once designated, a Rep Ed Osienski
district could have more access to capital funds for mass transit routes and
additional walking and biking trails.
Why is bicycling not listed as one of the types of improvement??
Newark is not done yet?
Again suggesting that within prioritization by location geography, biggest
connectivity and EJ opportunities could and should be considered.
How often do different areas talk with each other to try and coordinate
efforts? I'm with Millcreek Neighbors for Safer Pathways and would love
connectivity from Millcreek to Newport to be considered together.

Kurt Tappe
Bill Dunn
Stacey Dahlstrom

Dave, has the report been sent to the PAC yet?
Are they modifying the Norfolk Southern leg?
When is it on the PAC agenda
You're going to ask Council BEFORE presenting it to the PAC
Do you know the timetable for building the connection to the Markell Trail?
Hypothetical: If an infrastructure stimulus package is approved by Congress,
could any of the proposed project components (specifically Newport Train
Station and associated components) be expedited to shovel ready status?

Bill Dunn
Bill Dunn
Bill Dunn
Bill Dunn
Kurt Tappe
Bill Ritzler

Will any of the Banning Park/Middleboro updates take into account the
current flooding issues on Middleboro Rd next to the shopping center?
Will the slideshow from this presentation be available for future viewing?
or will the information presented here be essentially what’s on the report
spoken about earlier?
I noticed that many houses have been torn down in Newport. What is
happening? Is the town prospering?
AND the PAC!!!
TY
very professional and competent presentation. thank you all
Thank you so much.

Jordyn Pusey

2

Jenn Ruebush

Anonymous Attendee

Anonymous Attendee
Bill Dunn
Anonymous Attendee
Anonymous Attendee
Rep. Kim Williams

Newport Transportation Study Post Workshop Survey

If the
improvements
are
implemented
Do you feel the
would you
recommendations consider
How would address the study’s walking
you rate
goals of creating a around the
this
more walkable,
study area
workshop bikeable, transit
more
experience? friendly Town?
frequently?
10
9
5
10
10
8
8
8
6
10
9
9
10
10
6

If the
improvements
are
implemented
would you
consider
cycling around
the study area
more
frequently?
8
7
7
9
5

If the
improvements
are
implemented
would you
consider using
buses in, out,
and throughout
the study area?
8
6
8
9
8

If the
improvements
are
implemented
would you
consider using
the train
station in
Downtown
Newport?
8
5
9
9
9

10
9

10
9

10
10

10
10

7
5

10
10

9

9

9

8

8

9

9

10

9

5

3

9

10
9

8
9

8
10

8
4

8
8

5
10

6

6

8

5

3

4

10
10
8
6
8

10
10
8
5
10

10
10
8
7
10

10
10
8
7
7

5
6
6
5
10

10
10
8
5
10

3

Do you have any additional
comments pertaining to this
study, it’s goals, or the
information provided?

How was
the video
quality?
10
10
8
10
Include consideration for the 10
impact of Transit Oriented
Development in the center of
Newport (i.e increased
10
9
Please connect to the Markell
Trail / Wilmington. Cycling on
Maryland Avenue is harrowing!
9
My first time attending a
WILMAPCO meeting. Very
professional presentation,
both Sonia and Dave were
clearly very competent and
knowledgeable. Got a lot of
useful information regarding
the plans for Newport, an area
I do believe needs a bit of love.
Overall very good experience
and I'll be attending more in
9

10
9

Will address directly with Dave 9
Gula
10
10
9
9
8

How was
the audio
quality?
10
10
8
9
9

10
5

9

8

10
9

8
10
10
9
9
10

Upon review of the Final Report BASF had the following comments:
At the BASF Newport site we are of course very close to downtown Newport, and to the proposed site of
the new train station, so we are very interested in the plans and the potential impact on our operations.
As we employ 150 people and have 35-50 contractors on site most days, we obviously have a lot of
people that routinely pass through the town center and use South James Street to gain access to our
site.
Due to the height restrictions of the railway bridge on South James Street, all trucks delivering materials
to site and taking product out of the site, need to access from the south side of the site; crossing the
bridge over the Christina River to gain access. This means that most truck traffic avoids Newport town
center and that we are dependent on the bridge crossing to operate our facility.
Concerns with the proposal
•

•

•

Our first concern is of course safety of the people that need to get into our site on a daily basis
and to the people that pass by our site on a daily basis. I note that proposal 19, Connection to
Newport River Trail, shows a mixed use path which starts on the south side of East Water
Street. This appears to be directly opposite our site main gate and so we have a concern about
users of this new connection interacting with traffic that needs access to our site. My concern
would be about how the traffic is segregated (pedestrian/ cycle/ cars and trucks), how lighting is
provided to ensure visibility, how the stop sign and flashing red light at the junction of Water
Street and S James Street is enforced. In general I would support a walkable transit-friendly
town, I am simply interested in ensuring that the walking routes are thoughtfully laid out to prevent
conflicts with known required heavy traffic areas. This can be safely managed.
Our second concern is that we would like to see a stronger emphasis on “not sacrificing the
transportation network” in the document. As a business that has been successfully operating at
this location for over 100 years, and one that plans to continue to operate and provide high quality
jobs for the area; we want to ensure that the business transportation / logistical needs of our site
will be accommodated as the project develops. I would appreciate some project premises and
assurances that existing businesses will not be negatively impacted and traffic will continue to
flow throughout the development works.
Our third concern is that BASF currently lease the car park intended for use for the rail station, so
we will have to address our parking needs once this project is approved. We currently cannot
accommodate all employee and contractor vehicles on site, that is why we lease the car park
today, so we will need some notice to make alternative arrangements if we are to be refused a
lease in future. We can manage this with sufficient notice, we currently have a year to year
extension on the lease so I would simply ask that we be given as much notice as possible about
future lease arrangements for the car park.
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Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire

1.
a.
b.
c.

d.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Topic
Section Reference
Background:
Who is the sponsor of the PEL study? (state DOT, Local Agency, Other)
Project Need
What is the name of the PEL study document and other identifying project information (e.g. sub-account or
STIP numbers, long-range plan, or transportation improvement program years)?
Who was included on the study team (Name and title of agency representatives, consultants, etc.)?
Project Need

Provide a description of the existing transportation facility within the corridor, including project limits,
modes, functional classification, number of lanes, shoulder width, access control and type of surrounding
environment (urban vs. rural, residential vs. commercial, etc.)

Existing Conditions

Comments
WILMAPCO
Newport Transportation Study
Delaware Department of Transportation (DelDOT),
Delaware Transit Corp (DTC), Town of Newport, and
WILMAPCO
The Newport Transportation Plan includes a diverse
study area that encompasses Downtown Newport and
its surrounding areas to the north up to and including
the new Boxwood Facility along Boxwood Road
(previously General Motors). The study area includes
various types of communities, land uses, and zoning
including industrial, commercial, and residential. The
study area also includes several schools including
Conrad Schools of Science, Richardson Park Learning
Center, Richie Elementary School, Delaware Military
Academy, and Delcastle Technical High School, as well
as several parks including Ella Johnson Park, Banning
Park, and Powell Ford Park.

The study area boundary, shown on the Location Map,
is comprised of the Newport Town limits with a 2010
Census population of 1,055 and was expanded to
include the areas within a fifteen-minute walk of the
Downtown area, which encompasses the bulk of the
Newport municipal area, as well as, parts of adjacent
New Castle County. The study area boundary also
includes the former General Motors Plant on Boxwood
Road and the proposed Newport River Trail along the
Appendix B
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Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire
Topic

e.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Section Reference

Provide a brief chronology of the planning activities (PEL study) including the year(s) the studies were
completed.
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Project Description
and Purpose

Comments
Christina Waterfront. The study area includes three
state routes: SR 4, SR 141, and SR 62. SR 141 and SR 4
are part of the National Highway System (NHS). NHS is
a network of strategic highways within the US serving
major airports, ports, rail or truck terminals, railway
stations, pipeline terminals and other strategic
transport facilities. The remaining roads are local state
roads and municipally maintained roads. Portions of SR
141 are elevated through Newport and there is a grade
separated interchange at SR 4. SR 4 and SR 141 are both
Principal Arterials and SR 62, Boxwood Road, is a Minor
Arterial. All the state routes have highway lighting with
the exception of the area adjacent to the former
General Motors Plant. The study area consists of six
bridges along SR 141 including Bridge 527 at Boxwood
Road. Bridge 668 is located along James Street and
Bridge 159 is a movable-bascule bridge over the
Christina River. SR 141, SR 4, and W. Justis Street are
primary evacuation routes for Wilmington’s Hurricane
Preparedness Plan.
Century Engineering prepared a Planning and
Environmental Linkage (PEL) Study process for the
Newport Transportation Study which resulted in a PEL
Report
documenting
the
process
and
recommendations. The process can be divided into
three phases. The first phase was the data gathering
phase where existing conditions were collected and
reviewed. The second phase utilized the existing
conditions and community feedback gathered in the

Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire
Topic

f.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Section Reference

Are there recent, current, or near future planning studies or projects in the vicinity? What is the relationship
of this project to those studies/projects?

Recommendations

Comments
Visioning Workshop to analyze the opportunities,
challenges, concerns, and goals of the project.
Potential recommendations were developed, analyzed,
and documented to be discussed with the Advisory
Committee and the community. Results from these
engagements were positive and the recommendations
were slightly revised. The third phase of the process
analyzed funding sources, prioritization and applying
costs to determine categories of low, moderate, and
high-cost recommendations, as well as, short, mid and
long-term recommendations.

The Study was completed between August 2019 and
January 2021.
The General Assembly provided Bond Bill funding to
DNREC to advance the design of the Newport River
Trail, which is separate from this study. DNREC and New
Castle County reached an agreement for the County to
administer this funding. It is anticipated that a concept
design will begin in early 2021. Details of final design
and construction, including funding, schedule, lead
agency, etc. have not yet been determined.
Additionally, a Feasibility Study was completed in 2013
to assess the benefits of re-opening the Newport Train
Station. Overall, the findings of the Feasibility Study
were positive and projected ridership numbers support
re-opening the Newport Train Station. The Town of
Newport, WILMAPCO, DelDOT and DTC are currently
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Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire
Topic

2.
a.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Section Reference

Methodology used:
What was the scope of the PEL study and the reason for completing it?

Project Need and
Project Description
and Purpose

Comments
working on this effort including securing funding for reopening the Station.

The Newport Transportation Plan examined the
impacts that planned, new development will have on
Newport and the surrounding area. This study
analyzed the challenges, concerns, and opportunities
available to create a more walkable, bikeable, and
transit friendly town.

The main goals of the study as outlined by WILMAPCO
include:
1. Assess the transportation network in
Newport and surrounding areas of New
Castle County to develop recommendations
to improve its multi-modal capacity to
support Newport’s goal of becoming a more
walkable, bikeable and transit friendly
Town.
2. Determine the impacts that freight
movements to and from the new Boxwood
Road Facility will have on the Town and
surrounding area.
3. Assess the benefits of re-opening the
Newport Train Station to commuter rail
service and update the data developed by
the 2013 Feasibility Study.
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Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire
Topic

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Section Reference

b.

Did you use NEPA-like language? Why or why not?

c.

What were the actual terms used and how did you define them? (Provide examples or list)

d.

How do you see these terms being used in NEPA documents?

e.

What were the key steps and coordination points in the PEL decision-making process? Who were the
decision-makers and who else participated in those key steps? For example, for the corridor vision, the
decision was made by state DOT and the local agency, with buy-in from FHWA, the USACE, and USFWS and
other resource/regulatory agencies.

f.

How should the PEL information be presented in NEPA?
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Environmental,
Flooding and
Stormwater
Environmental,
Flooding and
Stormwater
Environmental,
Flooding and
Stormwater
Project Description
and Purpose

Comments
The Newport Transportation Plan developed a purpose
and need statement, which centered around improving
the bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure while
determining the needs and improvements necessary
for transit to result in a more multi-modal, transitoriented community. The study reviewed existing
conditions throughout the study area and developed a
series of needs, community requests, and barriers or
impediments that are currently inhibiting pedestrian,
bicycle, and transit usage.
Yes, because there are state and federally regulated
environmental and cultural resources present in the
study area.
Purpose and Need, NEPA, FHWA, Section 6(f), Section
4(f), DNREC, USACE, Section106, SHPO, wetlands, RTE
Species, floodplains
These analyses are described in the report for
reference in a future NEPA study
Throughout the study, representatives from DelDOT,
DTC, Town of Newport, New Castle County, and the
community were invited to provide existing conditions
information, review the information prepared,
comment on the material, and provide feedback which
was processed through subsequent revisions. In
addition, legislators and local groups such as Bike
Delaware were also invited to review and provide
feedback throughout the study.
The PEL Study may be attached

Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire

3.
a.

b.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Topic
Section Reference
Agency coordination:
Provide a synopsis of coordination with Federal, tribal, state and local environmental, regulatory and
Project Need,
resource agencies. Describe their level of participation and how you coordinated with them.
Existing Conditions,
and Meeting
Summaries

c.

What transportation agencies (e.g. for adjacent jurisdictions) did you coordinate with or were involved
during the PEL study?
What steps will need to be taken with each agency during NEPA scoping?

4.
1.

Public coordination:
Provide a synopsis of your coordination efforts with the public and stakeholders.
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Project Need

Comments
This study had a Project Management Committee
(PMC) comprised of DelDOT, DTC, Town of Newport
and WILMAPCO, as well as, an Advisory Committee
(AC) comprised of representatives from local
businesses, the residential community, bicycle
advocacy groups, legislators, and New Castle County.
Both groups were primary partners in disseminating
information, coordination and decision making. The
community was then invited to participate in
information sharing sessions to provide information
and feedback. All of the meetings were advertised in
advance and held on dates that provided participation
by the majority of those on the committees.
DelDOT, DTC, New Castle County, and WILMAPCO

Next Steps

Each recommendation that moves forward for design
will continue with the NEPA process where this report
leaves off. Each agency will be prepared to have a
scoping meeting for the recommendation and begin
the in-depth investigation into the permitting and
coordination necessary for design.

Meeting
Summaries

Community Visioning Workshop January 27, 2020 –
project was introduced, information was gathered
across a variety of topics including the study area
boundary, parking, freight, pedestrian and bicycle
concerns, transit (bus), and the train station.

Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire
Topic

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Section Reference

Comments
Second community workshop September 30, 2020 –
analysis results and recommendations were presented
for feedback

Third community workshop December 16, 2020 –
recap of the study and discussion on method of
prioritization of recommendations
5.
a.

Range of alternatives:
What types of alternatives were looked at?

Transit, Bicycle and
Pedestrian
Infrastructure,
Connectivity,
Parking, Freight,
Train Station

Throughout the study area, various recommendations
have been prepared as a result of opportunities,
challenges, concerns, and requests revealed through
various Advisory Committee Meetings, Public
Workshops, and existing conditions analyses.
Recommendations are categorized as low, medium,
and high cost.

Low Cost/Short Term Improvements are lower cost (up
to $250,000) easily implementable recommendations
that can be performed within three years. These
smaller projects do not individually meet all the goals
of the study’s Purpose and Need, but they do help
temporarily remedy some of the Town’s concerns.
These improvements can be implemented while
funding is being sought for the larger projects or design
for the larger projects is occurring. These projects can
usually be implemented by the Town, New Castle
County, DelDOT’s Pave & Rehab or Traffic sections, and
other smaller entities that have available funding.
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Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire
Topic

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Section Reference

Comments
Medium Cost/Mid-Term Improvements are between
the lower cost and higher cost improvements
($250,000 - $1,000,000). These improvement projects
usually occur three to eight years out from the study.
These projects typically go through a capital
prioritization program, such as through WILMAPCO or
DelDOT, and have a multitude of funding options from
local to federal funding. Typically, they are funded
through DelDOT’s 6-year Capital Transportation
Program
(CTP),
WILMAPCO’s
Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP), and DTC’s 5-year Business
Plan.

Larger, long term projects generally occur beyond year
eight and require the highest costs (over $1,000,000).
These projects are placed in WILMAPCO’s Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). The RTP identifies our
region’s long-term transportation needs and the
projects and activities that address them. The RTP
extends at least two decades and must be financially
reasonable (based on anticipated revenues) while
meeting air quality standards. The projects in the Plan
are divided into the Constrained List (projects that are
funded in the CTP) and the Aspirations List (projects
which are not yet funded). Only transportation projects
found in the RTP, are eligible for federal funding. It is a
living plan, subject to continual revision (at least every
four years) and a tool for informed transportation and
policy decisions.
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Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire

b.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Topic
Section Reference
How did you select the screening criteria and screening process?
Project Need

c.

For alternative(s) that were screened out, briefly summarize the reasons for eliminating the alternative(s).
(During the initial screenings, this generally will focus on fatal flaws.)

Proposed
Improvements

d.

Which alternatives should be brought forward into NEPA and why?

e.

Did the public, stakeholders, and agencies have an opportunity to comment during this process?

Transit, Bicycle and
Pedestrian
Infrastructure,
Connectivity,
Parking, Freight,
Train Station
Meeting
Summaries

f.
7.
a.
b.
c.

Were there unresolved issues with the public, stakeholders, and/or agencies?
Planning assumptions and analytical methods:
What is the forecast year used in the PEL study?
What method was used for forecasting traffic volumes?
Are the planning assumptions and the corridor vision/purpose and need statement consistent with each
other and with the long-range transportation plan? Are the assumptions still valid?
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N/A
N/A
Next Steps and
Project Need

Comments
Recommendations that were deemed “feasible” were
included in the report and will move forward for
further study. To be deemed feasible the
recommendations must meet the project needs
statement, while having the ability to be designed and
constructed.
Fatal flaws on recommendations that did not move
forward included recommendations that did not meet
the purpose and need statement, recommendations
that were too costly or required a large amount of
right-of-way versus the benefit that the
recommendation provided. Also, if recommendations
were not supported by multiple agencies and the
community they were not chosen to move forward
either.
As funding allows, all of the recommendations in The
Newport Transportation Plan should move forward for
NEPA as collectively they will provide a transit,
pedestrian, and bicycle friendly community meeting
the needs of the community, future growth and the
Purpose and Need Statement.
Yes; three community workshops were held to solicit
feedback and input.
No
N/A
N/A
Yes

Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire

d.
8.
a.
b.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Topic
Section Reference
What were the future year policy and/or data assumptions used in the transportation planning process
Next Steps and
related to land use, economic development, transportation costs, and network expansion?
Project Need
Environmental resources (wetlands, cultural, etc.) reviewed.
In the PEL study, at what level of detail was the resource reviewed and what was the method of review?
Project Description
and Purpose
Is this resource present in the area and what is the existing environmental condition for this resource?
Existing Conditions
and Next Steps

c.

What are the issues that need to be considered during NEPA, including potential resource impacts and
potential mitigation requirements (if known)?

Next Steps

d.

How will the planning data provided need to be supplemented during NEPA?

Next Steps

9.

List environmental resources you are aware of that were not reviewed in the PEL study and why. Indicate
whether they will need to be reviewed in NEPA and explain why.
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Comments
Costs were estimated using 2021-unit prices.

Desktop Review and field verification
It appears from our desktop review there are
environmental, cultural and Section 4(f) resources
present in the project study areas.
It appears there could be impacts to the resources
with many of the recommendations presented in this
report.
Coordination with appropriate State and Federal
resource agencies will be imperative at the start of the
next phase of design for each individual project.
Seven Parks:
Banning Park
Westview Park
Absalom Jones Community Park
Ella Johnson Memorial Park
Christiana River Access Area
Newport Skate Park
Powell Ford Park
Cultural Resources:
Washington-Rochambeau Route and Encampment Site
Oliver Evans Homesite
Penial United Methodist Church
Wetlands:
Primarily along the Christina River

Newport Transportation Plan
Federal Highway Administration - Planning and Environmental Linkages Questionnaire
Topic

10.
11.
12.

13.

https://www.environment.fhwa.dot.gov/env_initiatives/pel/pel_quest.aspx
Section Reference

Were cumulative impacts considered in the PEL study? If yes, provide the information or reference where
the analysis can be found.
Describe any mitigation strategies discussed at the planning level that should be analyzed during NEPA.
What needs to be done during NEPA to make information from the PEL study available to the agencies and
the public? Are there PEL study products which can be used or provided to agencies or the public during the
NEPA scoping process?
Are there any other issues a future project team should be aware of?
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N/A

Comments
These resources will need to be reviewed in NEPA and
further coordination with the appropriate State and
Federal resource agencies will be required.
N/A

N/A

N/A
The PEL Study will be available to agencies involved in
the planning and design processes.

N/A

N/A
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Newport Train Station Feasibility Study

BACKGROUND
Transportation has always helped to shape Newport. Its location along the Christina River, the historic Kings Highway,
and Newport‐Gap Pike enabled the town's early development as an agricultural exporter. By the middle of the 19th
century, the railroad was extended through Newport. This, and Wilmington's growth as an agricultural exporter, forced
a reorientation of the town’s commercial focus to industry. With the advent of the automobile age in the latter half of
the 20th century, Newport’s close proximity to the Interstate system and location along SR 141 (the Newport Viaduct)
resulted in its emergence as a bedroom, service‐sector community of Wilmington and Philadelphia.
Today, the more than 1,000 residents of Newport are interested in creating a more sustainable, livable and complete
town. Shifting away from the town’s current automobile focus to a future where commuter rail service is restored, and
residents and visitors can easily walk and bike throughout Newport and beyond, will help realize this goal.

Figure 1. As seen from the south, the 2,000‐foot SR 141 Newport Viaduct
(reconstruction of which began in 2011) divides downtown Newport in half.
The old Newport train station, since demolished, was located at the blue dot. [Source: Bing Maps]
The Town of Newport has a very advantageous location along Amtrak’s Northeast Corridor, the nation’s busiest
passenger rail route, which links Washington, Baltimore, Philadelphia, New York, and Boston. A 1990s study that
extended Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority (SEPTA) commuter rail service along Amtrak’s Northeast
Corridor to Churchmans Crossing and Newark did not result in a new station in Newport. However, the Delaware Transit
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Corporation (DTC) is proceeding with construction of a third mainline track on the Northeast Corridor between
Wilmington and Newport. When complete, this link will eliminate a pinch point on the Northeast Corridor and will
enable SEPTA to better serve points south of Wilmington. This project, coupled with gradual redevelopment efforts in
Newport, provides a fresh opportunity to revisit commuter service to a new Newport train station.

Figure 2. Newport’s location in the region.
The objective of this Wilmington Area Planning Council (WILMAPCO) project was to assess the feasibility of reopening
the Newport train station to promote economic growth in a walkable, transit‐oriented environment. Newport’s compact
mix of good housing stock, local businesses, and institutions offer a unique opportunity to bring together all the
characteristics that comprise a transit‐oriented community. Improved, convenient access from downtown Newport to a
commuter train station will encourage use of that facility and will augment existing bus service. Sidewalk and bikeway
improvements and links will encourage and enable non‐auto use to access the station.
Feasibility of the station itself was only one of two goals of the study. The second was to ascertain whether transit‐
oriented development (TOD) was appropriate in downtown Newport, regardless of whether a station was immediately
feasible or not. TOD is higher‐density mixed‐use development within walking distance (about ½ mile) of a transit station,
which would include almost all of the Town of Newport. TOD:






Increases “location efficiency” so that people can walk, bike, and take transit
Boosts transit ridership and reduces car traffic
Provides a rich mix of housing, shopping and transportation choices
Generates revenue for the public and private sectors and provides value for both new and existing residents
Creates a sense of place

This report provides a description of the study process, outlines factors considered in train station feasibility (anticipated
ridership, rail operations, parking, and access), and describes the types of TOD that may be appropriate for Newport.
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Newport Train Station Feasibility Study

STUDY PROCESS
In keeping with WILMAPCO’s long‐time philosophy of extensive, inclusive public involvement, stakeholders played a
significant role in shaping the study. The project was guided from vision through completion by an Advisory Committee
comprising agency staff and community representatives. Input was also received through three public workshops and
presentations to the Newport Town Commissioners. A summary of each committee and public meeting is provided
below.
Advisory Committee Meeting 1, May 16, 2011
A kickoff meeting was held to introduce the Advisory Committee to
the project. Project team members provided a description of the
study and of TOD. The meeting also provided the opportunity for
committee members to establish a vision for the study and for
Newport as a whole. Working in a small‐group format, attendees
offered answers to questions posed by the facilitators:





What makes Newport special?
What do you want Newport to be in the future?
How do you think a Newport train station could benefit the
Town?
What transportation issues currently exist in Newport?

Responses to these questions formed the basis for the project vision,
which is discussed in the Visioning section of this report.
Advisory Committee Meeting 2, October 11, 2011

Organizations Represented on the Advisory
Committee (in alphabetical order)
BASF
Delaware Department of Transportation
Delaware Transit Corporation
Harvey Hanna & Associates, Inc.
New Castle County Chamber of Commerce
New Castle County Government
Newport Businesses
Newport Residents
State Representative Bob Gilligan
(now retired)
State Senator Karen Peterson
Town of Newport
U.S. Representative John Carney
U.S. Senator Chris Coons
U.S. Senator Tom Carper
Wilmington Area Planning Council

A meeting and walking tour were held to give the Advisory Committee an opportunity to review the vicinity of the
potential Newport train station and provide input on opportunities and constraints. The project team discussed findings
from initial meetings with Amtrak and SEPTA and also provided information on upcoming public engagement activities.
Public Workshop, November 17, 2011
Fourteen members of the public attended an open‐house format workshop to get more information about the project.
Project team members gave brief presentations periodically throughout the evening providing an overview of the study.
Participants were asked to comment on the draft vision for the project established by the Advisory Committee. They also
noted their transportation concerns on maps of the study area.
Advisory Committee Meeting 3, February 9, 2012
This status meeting was held to update the Advisory Committee on the progress of several technical activities and to
outline next steps. Results of the first public workshop were shared with the group, as were results of a market scan to
identify the potential for TOD in Newport. Team members discussed rail operations and constraints on station
development as described in the Rail Operations section of this report. Finally, the team presented the results of the
ridership forecasting analysis, indicating that up to 500 rail trips are anticipated daily at a new Newport station. These
encouraging results guided subsequent development of station alternatives. Initial discussions were held regarding
parking and multimodal access.
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Public workshop, March 15, 2012
WILMAPCO and the Town conducted an aggressive outreach
campaign, including contacts with dozens of civic organization
representatives throughout the SR 141 corridor, as well as
newspaper and radio spots, to increase attendance at the
study’s second public workshop. Seventeen people attended
and learned about the information shared with the Advisory
Committee at its previous meeting: results of the visioning
process, the TOD market scan, railroad coordination, and
ridership forecasts. The project team also provided an initial
look at station design elements including platform, parking,
and amenities. Attendees were asked to add to the previous
visioning process as well to ensure good participation.
Advisory Committee Meeting 4, June 7, 2012
At this meeting, the project team presented design
alternatives for the Advisory Committee’s consideration. Final
results from the visioning process were shared, indicating that
the Advisory Committee and other stakeholders had a similar
vision for the town and the station. All comments received
during the previous two public workshops were positive. An
initial planning‐level cost estimate was also provided.
Figure 3. Workshop participants.
Public Workshop, June 14, 2012
Once again, WILMAPCO made great efforts to publicize the workshop in the hope of attracting a significant number of
participants. Seventeen attendees viewed the design alternatives presented to the Advisory Committee the week before
and offered comments on station design, parking, and access. All participants expressed a desire to see the project move
forward, although several had questions about funding.
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EXISTING CONDITIONS
Opportunities and constraints for a new commuter rail station in Newport and associated TOD were identified by the
Advisory Committee and through technical analysis by the project team. The primary opportunity for this input was
provided through a walking audit in conjunction with the second Advisory Committee meeting. The information
provided by the Advisory Committee allowed the project team to develop a comprehensive understanding of existing
conditions as described below.
Opportunities:


The station site is very close to downtown Newport. The Northeast
Corridor and Market Street are only about 600 feet apart, and
essentially the entire town (except for some industrial areas to the east)
is within a ½‐mile walk of the station.



The Northeast Corridor through Newport is currently served by SEPTA
commuter rail.



The Town of Newport is at a strategically significant location, halfway
between Wilmington and Churchmans Crossing.



From a rail operations standpoint the previous Newport station site is
at a good location along the Northeast Corridor, between rail
interlockings.



A project is in progress to further facilitate commuter rail frequency and
expand hours of operation along the SEPTA Newark line south of
Wilmington.

Figure 4. High‐quality streetscape
improvements implemented by the
Town of Newport.



One of the greatest challenges to service along an existing heavily‐
traveled rail line is the need to grade‐separate pedestrian crossings.
There is an existing underpass at James Street with serviceable
pedestrian connections to connect both sides of the rail line.



The State of Delaware owns all of the land under the SR 141 Newport Viaduct. If this land is large enough to provide
for anticipated parking needs, there may be no need to acquire land for a new station.



Newport retains its historic grid layout, providing transportation route choices for various modes of travel.
Sidewalks are in place throughout much of the town.



Previous streetscape improvements on Market and Justis Streets have changed the face of the town and provide a
design vocabulary to be used for subsequent work.



The Town and private partners have demonstrated their commitment to foster beautification and redevelopment in
Newport.



There is a supply of vacant or underutilized land in the station area to support TOD. In fact, nearly all vacant
commercial land in Newport is owned by a local developer, Harvey Hanna and Associates. Harvey Hanna was a
member of the Advisory Committee and supports the idea of station development and TOD.



DART bus line 5 serves Market and Justis Streets, only a few hundred feet from the station. DART is also considering
a new route along SR 141 that will provide additional transit connections.



Although the Newport Viaduct divides the Town, it does provide some degree of weather protection for potential
station and parking uses.
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Constraints:


None of the old station infrastructure remains; the station building and
platforms have been removed, and the stairs accessing the station have
been walled off.



Discussions with Amtrak, SEPTA, and Norfolk Southern indicated that a
new commuter rail platform must be located on the south side of the
tracks, opposite downtown Newport.



Some of the current parking immediately adjacent to the station site is
currently used by BASF. That parking would need to be relocated to
allow use of that site by station patrons.



The old station site is currently inaccessible from public rights‐of‐way
and is visually separated from downtown Newport by an adjacent
commercial property.



The existing James Street underpass, while good for access across the
tracks, is not in the best condition. Concerns include lighting/security,
bicycle access, discomfort for pedestrians due to roosting birds,
occasional flooding (of the roadway, but not the elevated sidewalks),
and low clearance (13’‐2”).

Figure 5. Inaccessibility of the
former station site.



The property immediately adjacent to the site to the east has been
actively used by the Town for maintenance purposes and by the State of Delaware for construction staging. Those
uses would need to be relocated so that property could be used for station purposes.



Because SR 4 and the SR 141 ramps form one‐way pairs in downtown Newport, the town is dominated by four
heavily‐traveled intersections. These intersections are highly auto‐oriented and present barriers for pedestrians.
This is especially true along the south side of Market Street, where the route 5 bus stop is only accessible by one
crosswalk. Alternative access to this stop, adjacent to the Newport Skate Park, is very narrow and isolated from a
security perspective.



Sidewalks are frequently broken by driveways. Better access management could be provided to retain good
vehicular access to businesses while enhancing the experience for pedestrians and bicyclists. Improved access
management generally makes driver safer as well.



There are no marked or signed bicycle facilities in the project area, though James, Market, Marshall, and Justis
Streets are designated connector routes in the Delaware Bicycle Facility Master Plan.



Some sidewalk is in very poor condition and curb ramps are either missing or not compliant with the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA).



The town’s population of about 1,100, even when combined with business employment in the adjacent Newport
Industrial Park, will not generate significant ridership. For the station to be feasible, it will need to serve drivers as
well as potential new TOD.



Sufficient parking should be provided to minimize spillover into nearby residential neighborhoods.



A small portion of potential parking underneath the Newport Viaduct is next to the Christina River, which may post
concerns for occasional flooding. Sea level rise may exacerbate this problem.
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VISIONING
One of the most vital steps in the development of this type of planning document is the visioning process. This process
not only helps solidify the purpose of a plan, but also defines the issues that a plan will address and the goals
implementation of the plan seeks to achieve.
The vision for the Newport Train Station was initially developed by the Advisory Committee through its first two
meetings. The public had the opportunity, through two subsequent workshops, to enhance and prioritize the Advisory
Committee’s points. The votes listed below in parentheses represent the public’s priorities expressed during the
workshops.
What makes Newport special?


















Nice, stable town – attractive to families
Good police protection
Rowing club
Good schools
Reasonably priced homes
Good transit service
Centrally located
Charm, friendly and kind people
Good access
Safe and convenient
Business development potential – business friendly community
Quality workforce
Remaking of Conrad and Delaware Military Academy
Fisker plant is reopening [as of the date of this report, this may no longer be the case]
Focus on eco‐tourism: lagoon, parks, etc.
Make Newport a place to live, work, and play
Restaurants and shopping

What do you want Newport to be in the future?










Make Newport an even better place to live, work, and play
Environmental destination
Serve the area beyond Newport – capitalize on new bus service
Beautification/streetscape – build on what’s been done – “baby Manayunk”
Quality development: shops and condos, not big box (especially local)
“Second downtown station” to supplement Wilmington train station
Shopping destination
Maintain the heritage of Newport while bringing it into the 21st century
Grow without significantly changing the town’s character

If the Newport station project is successful, it will…











Make Newport an even better place to live, work, and play (7 votes at the public workshops)
Build on recent beautification/streetscape efforts (7 votes)
Support growth without significantly changing the town’s character (7 votes)
Act as a “second downtown station” – an alternative to Wilmington (6 votes)
Support quality development: shops and condos, not big box (3 votes)
Maintain the heritage of Newport while bringing it 21st century transportation (3 votes)
Increase residential property values in Newport (2 votes)
Make Newport a shopping destination (1 vote)
Make Newport an environmental destination (1 vote)
Serve the area beyond Newport – capitalize on new bus service (1 vote)
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A Newport station could benefit the Town by…











Allowing people to take the train to work, maybe eventually living in Newport (9 votes at the public workshops)
Drawing people in from outside Newport, creating a small business growth opportunity (9 votes)
Supporting SEPTA ridership, possibly providing an opportunity to increase train service in Delaware (8 votes)
Enhancing potential for mixed‐use development of underutilized properties (5 votes)
Connecting to bus service, building on current success (2 votes)
Providing transportation for seniors (2 votes)
Providing better access for Newport business clients, including eating and shopping (1 vote)
Providing more access for lower income residents, especially to jobs (1 vote)
Making Newport a bedroom community, with people working in Philadelphia (no votes)
Making industrial business investment more attractive by serving as a marketing tool (no votes)

What transportation issues currently exist in Newport?









Too much traffic
Recognized as a speed trap
Need greenway connections to areas outside the town
Need to consider plenty of free parking with station development – use everything under the viaduct except
Wilmington Trust
James Street bridge needs “more than a face lift” – maybe raise it for better rowing/recreational access
[DART] Route 5 doesn’t connect directly to the Wilmington station – a better connection is needed before a
Newport station is built
Maybe even consider phased structured parking
[Route] 141 is a barrier to walking and bicycling – it’s also impossible to safely cross I‐95

These key points, particularly those that were supported by the most stakeholder votes, were used to develop the
improvement alternatives below. They will be useful in evaluating the success of the project through its eventual design,
construction, and operation.
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ANTICIPATED RIDERSHIP
The Delaware Department of Transportation’s (DelDOT’s) “Peninsula Model” was used to estimate future ridership in
Delaware using methods required by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to apply for Federal funds.
A travel demand model like the Peninsula Model is the standard for estimating future travel in a region. The model
determines how many people start and end trips in every neighborhood in that region, where each trip ends, whether
they choose to travel by walking, biking, taking transit, or driving, and which route they use to get there. The model
makes its decisions based upon how many people live and work in each neighborhood, how far neighborhoods are from
one another, what methods of travel are available, how much each method of travel costs, how long each method of
travel takes, and how congested the roadways are that they would take to get there.
To estimate station ridership, the model was edited to provide more detail in the Newport area and to more accurately
capture ridership to and from Pennsylvania. [Details on the methods used to make these projections can be found in
Appendix A.] Taking these elements into account, forecast future ridership for the year 2020 is shown in Figure 6.
Figure 6. Ridership forecasts.
Existing ridership (without
Newport)

Existing ridership (if there
was a Newport station)

Future ridership (with
Newport)

Newark

500

500

710

Churchmans Crossing

463

330

450

‐‐

480

500

Wilmington

2,020

2,020

2,220

Claymont

1,024

1,020

1,380

TOTAL

4,007

4,350

5,250

SEPTA station

Newport

These are encouraging figures. Not only do the forecasts indicate significant ridership at Newport, most of those riders
are new riders rather than patrons shifted from other stations. For example, the current year forecasts show 480 rail
trips at the Newport station. Only 133 of those trips are shifted from the Churchman’s Crossing station; the rest are
people who are not currently riding the train. The Federal Transit Administration, who often provides funding for station
projects, is typically encouraged by the number of new riders that proposed stations are expected to generate.
The project team also evaluated where those trips would originate. As illustrated below, they are generally along the SR
141/41 corridor from New Castle in the south to Hockessin in the north. This makes sense, as without a Newport station
those riders would have to drive southwest (“backwards”) to the Churchman’s Crossing station, then go northeast on
the train to Wilmington or Philadelphia.
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Figure 7. Distribution of anticipated station patrons.
These forecasts assume the same level of train service as today (17 trains each weekday). This is a conservative approach
because more SEPTA service is expected south of Wilmington with the completion of anticipated track improvements
between Newport and Wilmington. More frequent train service is likely to translate into even higher ridership.
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RAIL OPERATIONS AND STATION LOCATION
To evaluate rail operations, the project team initially met with the three railroads that pass through Newport on the
Northeast Corridor (NEC): Amtrak, SEPTA, and Norfolk Southern (NS). The NEC is owned by Amtrak but used regularly by
NS and SEPTA.
Describing the corridor is complicated by the fact that the NEC, although it runs primarily north‐south, is nearly due east‐
west in Newport. Along this part of the NEC the railroads call east “railroad north,” west “railroad south,” etc. For the
purposes of this report, actual compass directions will be used for simplicity.
Current Operations
The NEC presently has three mainline tracks through Newport (see Figure 8). A former industrial lead track, the Newport
Industrial Track, was located on the south side of the three mainline tracks but has been removed. The three main tracks
are numbered 1 through 3, south to north. Tracks 2 and 3 are high‐speed tracks, while Track 1 is primarily used by SEPTA
and Norfolk Southern (NS) trains between Wilmington and Newark. While most Amtrak trains operate on Tracks 2 and 3,
Amtrak will frequently use Track 1 to route slower trains so they can be overtaken by faster Acela Express trains between
Ragan Interlocking (north of Newport) and Iron Interlocking (at the Delaware/Maryland state line).
Amtrak has recently completed making track and signal improvements at Ragan in preparation for the addition of a third
main track, which is currently under construction between that point and Wilmington. This is popularly called the “third
track” project. Currently there are only two main tracks (Tracks 2 and 3) between Ragan and the Wilmington Amtrak
station, a situation which will limit train movements between those points until the new third track is operational.
SEPTA currently operates nine weekday trains to Philadelphia from Newark and eight trains to Newark from Philadelphia
as the contract provider of commuter service in Delaware for DTC. There is no SEPTA service south of Wilmington on
Saturdays or Sundays. Service is provided using self‐propelled electric passenger cars and two seven‐car locomotive
powered trains (twice daily) on this route. These trains operate in nine time slots allocated to SEPTA for this service. The
number of time slots allocated by Amtrak cannot be increased until the “third track” project is complete. This study
assumes the “third track” project will be finished before the Newport station is operational.
SEPTA operates its trains only on Track 1 south of Ragan, and the stations at Churchman’s Crossing and Newark are
located only on the south side of the NEC accordingly.
As much as possible, NS avoids operating its trains on the NEC, but typically operates on Track 1 or Track A (which, where
present, is adjacent to Track 1) when it does. NS currently uses those two tracks to operate its freight trains, chiefly at
night, between its Chrysler Yard in Newark and Ragan. Currently, NS has one regularly scheduled freight train each week
that operates through Newport from Newark to the Evraz Steel Company plant in Claymont via the Shellpot Secondary.
This train operates at night and has no impact on current or anticipated SEPTA schedules.

Final Draft Report

11

Figure 8. Existing track layout.
Planned Operations
Amtrak has identified Delaware as an area in which it wants to increase its maximum authorized track speed. Part of this
work includes the addition of the “third track” project, while future projects will add tracks to further separate high
speed trains from commuter and freight trains. The extension of Track 1 into Wilmington will require that the NS
Shellpot Secondary be extended south to connect to NEC Track 1 at a point north of the proposed Newport Station (see
Figure 9). This track extension would occupy part of the alignment of the Newport Industrial Track (Track A). This work
will provide Amtrak with additional track capacity between Ragan and Wilmington, allowing Amtrak to hold freight trains
clear of Track 1 so that Amtrak could continue to make overtaking train movements. It would also keep SEPTA trains
separated from high speed trains from Wilmington to Newark.
Factors Affecting the Location of a New Station at Newport
The location of the station will be affected by a number of factors, including railroad criteria, the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA), and clearances between tracks and structures. SEPTA recommends a minimum distance of two
miles between stations, and the proposed station meets that criterion at 3.4 miles to Churchman’s Crossing and 4.1
miles to Wilmington. To meet current Amtrak and ADA criteria, a new station at Newport is required to have a high level
(car floor height) platform at least 600 feet long located on tangent track. The width of the platform will be determined
during design based on required passenger capacity, but preliminary measurements taken during this study indicate that
at the most restricted area under the Route 141 viaduct, a 14‐foot platform width may be achieved. Horizontal
clearances to tracks from obstructions such as passenger platforms, walls, and bridges and clearances between tracks
will likely pose the biggest challenges to the location of the proposed station.
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Figure 9. Proposed track layout for third track between Ragan and Wilmington.
For NS, horizontal clearance is a significant concern. While high level platforms pose no clearance issues for passenger
trains, they are an obstruction for freight trains. Because NS freight trains will continue to use Track 1 for the foreseeable
future, NS has expressed its concern about having the proposed platform adjacent to Track 1. Use of Tracks 1 and A by
freight trains is the reason the platforms at Churchman’s Crossing and Newark were constructed as low level platforms
with high blocks with movable edges. New requirements dictate that platforms be high level on the NEC; high blocks are
no longer allowed.
This leaves two options to eliminate freight conflicts with high‐level
platforms. The first is that the platform must be along a track that is not
used by freight trains. The second option is to use a gauntlet track. As shown
in Figure 10, a gauntlet track is a track that diverges from, but lies within,
another track and provides a horizontal offset from the other track. Because
the two tracks lie within the same space, only one train at a time may
occupy a section of track containing a gauntlet track. While gauntlet tracks
have been proposed for other locations on SEPTA tracks, none have actually
been constructed. Amtrak’s position regarding gauntlet tracks is generally
unfavorable.

Figure 10. Gauntlet track on Westside Express Service (WES) commuter rail near Portland, Oregon. The main track
carries freight traffic, so the gauntlet track allows the commuter trains to move left to access the platform. Source:
maxfaqs.wordpress.com.
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Clearances are also an issue for Amtrak. Track centers between Tracks 2 and 3 are currently an acceptable 14 feet, more
or less, but track centers between Tracks 1 and 2 are only approximately 12.5 feet. Amtrak has recently expressed
concern that the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) may require them to widen those centers to 14 feet or 15 feet.
Figure 11 shows a schematic of the existing and proposed clearance conditions at Newport.
A new track on the alignment of the former Newport Industrial Track has been proposed by Amtrak in its NEC Master
Plan. Whether this track is constructed by Amtrak or DelDOT, the clearance to the east parapet of the bridge over James
Street will likely control how far the proposed track must be separated from existing Track 1.
Amtrak’s standards allow a minimum clearance of six feet at the elevation of the top of rail to any bridge member. From
that point all bridge members must remain outside of a clearance line that projects up and out away from the track at 3
feet horizontally to 4 feet vertically. Two options may exist for aligning Track A.


Set the center‐to‐center distance of the proposed track to existing Track 1 at 15.5 feet. This may allow Amtrak
to shift Track 1 a sufficient distance southward to achieve a 14‐foot center‐to‐center distance from Track 2.
However, it may also encroach into the clearance envelope of the James Street bridge.



If sufficient clearance cannot be achieved between the proposed track and the bridge parapet, shift all tracks
northward.

In either case, there appears to be sufficient clearance between Track 1 and the adjacent Route 141 bridge piers to
permit the construction of the proposed track and a 14‐foot‐wide high level platform.

Figure 11. Existing and proposed clearance conditions at Newport.
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Station Options
Option 1 – Extend the Newport Industrial Track, which connects to Track 1 at Ragan, south through Newport to a
connection with Track 1 south of Newport in the vicinity of Milepost 31. Locate the proposed station on the east side of
this track (see Figure 12). This option would allow NS to continue to operate on Track 1 without clearance restrictions.
The track, which would be designated Track A, may even be constructed by Amtrak as part of its NEC Master Plan if their
simulations show that it is warranted.

Figure 12. Proposed track schematic for track option 1.
Advantages:


Track A could be placed to allow Amtrak to widen track centers between Tracks 1 and 2 in the future and still
have space for a 14‐foot wide platform under Route 141.



Eliminates need for a gauntlet track by placing the platform on a track separate from freight trains.

Issues:


The physical location of the platform along the track will depend on whether Track A can be reconstructed
across the James Street Bridge under current Amtrak design criteria. If clearances permit its construction across
the bridge, the south end of Track A would connect to Track 1 in the tangent at approximately Milepost 31, and
the platform can extend as far south as James Street. If clearances do not permit its construction across the
James Street Bridge, the connection to Track 1 will be on or near the bridge, and the resulting track geometry
will push the west end of the platform east approximately 350 feet.



An existing 20‐inch water main is located on the east side of the Amtrak right‐of‐way, approximately under the
location of the proposed platform. It could impact the design of the piers supporting the platform. The water
main is visible in Figures 13 and 14 where it crosses above James Street attached to the south side of the
Amtrak bridge.
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Figure 13. 20‐inch water main at James Street on east side of Amtrak bridge at penetration of north backwall.

Figure 14. 20‐inch water main at James Street on east side of Amtrak bridge looking south.
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Option 2 – Construct the station platform adjacent to Track 1 as shown in Figure 15. SEPTA trains would continue to use
Track 1 as they do now. Freight trains would have to be diverted to Track 2 for some distance to bypass the station in lieu
of installing a gauntlet track in Track 1.

Figure 15. Proposed track schematic for track option 2.
Advantages:


Would permit construction of the platform with its west end at James Street.



Would require less track construction.



Could avoid platform design impacts to the water main.

Issues:


Would require a new crossover from Track 1 to Track 2, westbound, at Ragan to allow NS freight trains to
bypass the station.



A new crossover would be required to reach Track 1 from Track 2, westbound, west of Newport to allow freight
trains to move off Track 2 as quickly as possible. The use of Track 2 by freight trains would probably be rejected
by Amtrak.



Could be impacted by Amtrak if Amtrak is forced to widen track centers between Tracks 1 and 2 in the future.
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Option 3 – Construct an island platform adjacent to Track 1, located between Track 1 and an extended Track A as shown
in Figure 16. This option was suggested by Amtrak as a way to keep freight trains off Track 2 and still allow a high level
platform to be constructed on Track 1. This option is not considered to be feasible for the following reasons:


Space constraints west of James Street on the BASF property would force Track A to use the space on the
James Street Bridge formerly occupied by the Newport Industrial Track. The track geometry required to align
Track A eastward from James Street to provide sufficient horizontal clearance to an island platform located
between Track A and Track 1 would push the location of the station too far north to effectively serve the
proposed parking lots and downtown Newport.



In addition to the grade‐separated pedestrian access required to cross the NEC to the platform, grade‐
separated access would also be required across Track A to reach the main station parking lots on the south side
of the Amtrak right‐of‐way.



The location of the station would place it in an active industrial park, where property impacts would likely be
greater than in the vicinity of the Route 141 right of way.

Figure 16. Proposed track schematic for track option 3.
Summary
Supplemental survey was obtained to evaluate railroad clearances at the James Street and Route 141 bridges. Based on
those measurements, as well as operating requirements and cost, Option 1 is recommended for implementation. Tracks
would operate as follows, from north to south:






Existing Track 3: Southbound/westbound Amtrak trains (as they operate today)
Existing Track 2: Northbound/eastbound Amtrak trains (as they operate today)
Existing Track 1: Norfolk Southern freight trains and occasional Amtrak passing movements (currently shared
with SEPTA)
Proposed Track A: SEPTA commuter trains
The new station platform would be adjacent to Track A

These improvements will require trackwork over slightly more than a mile of the Northeast Corridor, including new
turnouts and catenary (overhead power) modifications. All railroad construction will need to be done by Amtrak directly.
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PARKING
As noted above, 500 trips per day are forecast in the future. Those trips are two‐way, which translates to 250 patrons
per day. The ridership model indicates that about 75 percent of those patrons, or 188 patrons per day, are expected to
drive. The remaining 25 percent are expected to arrive by bus, foot, or bike. To accommodate the anticipated drivers, it
is recommended that at least 200 auto parking spaces be accommodated, plus some provision for overflow/expansion.
The four parking areas listed below are all owned by the State of Delaware and, combined, would result in between 192
and 202 spaces:





Primary parking lot: 86 to 96 spaces (depending on configuration), next to platform
Secondary lot south of Water Street: 26 spaces
Secondary lot south of Ayre Street: 72 spaces (this lot was a Town maintenance yard until Route 141
construction began using it as a construction staging area)
Secondary lot north of Ayre Street: 8 spaces

BASF currently uses about one‐third of the primary parking lot for employee parking. Further discussions are needed to
determine whether BASF parking can be replaced on‐site or whether a lot south of the river is needed to accommodate
these spaces.
Details of the parking configuration for the primary lot are dependent on how pedestrian access is provided, so they are
illustrated in the section below. Each option shows two access points to Water Street. Because all traffic from the
primary lot will pass through the intersection of James and Water Streets anyway, it may be feasible to provide a single
point of access, which would provide a slightly higher parking yield for each option. Whether the parking lot should have
one or two entrances should be evaluated further as the project proceeds into preliminary design.
The secondary parking lots are in relatively close proximity to the primary lot. Pedestrian improvements discussed in the
following two sections would ensure a comfortable walking environment for patrons walking from bus stops, secondary
lots, and Newport in general. In addition, covered, secure bicycle parking should be provided in a portion of the primary
lot next to the platform.
One recommendation made at the first public workshop was to consider the capped landfill on the south side of the
Christina River east of South James Street for overflow parking. Preliminary discussions with DelDOT staff familiar with
the area indicate that concept may have merit. It is not specifically addressed by this report but could be considered as
the station parking areas noted above approach capacity. Due to its proximity to the BASF entrance, this area could also
be considered for BASF employee or visitor parking.
DelDOT is currently designing a replacement bridge over the Christina River at this location. Through coordination with
the Newport study team, this bridge will incorporate a shared pedestrian and bicycle path along its east side to ensure
the use of the area south of the river for parking remains viable.
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Figure 17. General station and parking layout.
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PLATFORM AND PEDESTRIAN ACCESS
As noted above, the station will be served by a single high level platform on the south side of the NEC. The proposed
station platform will be located adjacent to Track A, as a high‐level platform cannot be placed adjacent to a freight track
due to clearance requirements. The platform is proposed to be 600 feet long, 14 feet wide, and equipped with stair and
ramp access, railings and fencing, and lighting.
ADA‐compliant pedestrian access among the street, parking, and platform levels is challenging, as the platform is 21 feet
higher than the lowest point on the James Street sidewalk. The project team developed three options to articulate that
grade difference. All options include stair and ramp access between the parking lot level and the platform level, as well
as stairs between James Street and the parking lot level.


Option 1 would rebuild the entire retaining wall along James Street to incorporate a ramp between the
sidewalk and parking lot levels. Patrons using the ramp would take the sidewalk from the railroad underpass
south nearly to Water Street, then enter the ramp and return north to the parking lot. This option would result
in about 96 parking spaces, the most of any option.

Figure 18. Parking and pedestrian access option 1.


Option 2 would require less retaining wall work. Patrons using this option would take the sidewalk from the
railroad underpass south to Water Street, turning east on Water Street almost to the existing driveway. At this
point a small portion of the retaining wall would be removed to build a short switchback ramp to the parking
lot level. Patrons would then cross the entire parking lot on a sidewalk to access the platform area. This option
would have about 86 parking spaces. One concern with this option is that those patrons using the ramp would
need to cross two parking lot aisles, potentially resulting in conflicts. However, the rest of their path through
the parking lot would be on a dedicated sidewalk separated from motor vehicle traffic.
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Figure 19. Parking and pedestrian access option 2.


Option 3 is a variant on Option 1. Rather than rebuilding the entire James Street retaining wall, this option
would impact about half of that wall. Patrons using the ramp would take the sidewalk from the railroad
underpass south about halfway to Water Street, then enter a switchback ramp system to go up to the parking
lot. This option would result in about 88 parking spaces. As preliminary design is further developed, it may be
possible to add two or three parallel parking spaces adjacent to the ramp to provide the most parking possible.

Figure 20. Parking and pedestrian access option 3.
Both Advisory Committee members and the public in general were polled regarding their preference among the parking
and pedestrian access options. Due to the relatively similarity among the options, there was no clear preference.
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MULTIMODAL ACCESS
During the study process, the community noted that there are three distinct markets that must access the station: (1)
local residents, (2) bus riders, and (3) commuters accessing the station by car. The needs of local residents, who would
access the station on foot from their homes, will be similar to the needs of bus riders, who would access the station on
foot from bus stops on Market and Justis Streets.
Pedestrian and Bus Transit Access
This aspect of the study looked at accessing the rail station by walking from downtown Newport, represented by the
existing transit stops located on westbound Justis Street at Marshall Street and on eastbound Market Street at Marshall
Street. The project team also examined the feasibility of providing bus access to the station by rerouting selected
morning and evening peak hour trips directly to the station.
Existing Transit Service in the Newport Train Station Study Area
DART operates bus route 5 westbound along Justis Street and eastbound along Market Street through the study area.
This is a very successful route that provides service south of Newport to Christiana Mall and north to Rodney Square in
downtown Wilmington. Service on this line is provided seven days a week, Monday through Friday between the hours of
5:15 am and 11:30 pm. Newport is at the midpoint of route 5.
Westbound trips operating through the study area between the hours of 5:31 am and 9:15 am maintain an average
headway (time between trips) of 17.2 minutes. Between 3:18 pm and 6:49 pm, eastbound headways are similar. For
eastbound trips going through the area between 5:25 am and 9:37 am, the average headway between trips is 19
minutes. Westbound headways in the later afternoon/early evening are approximately 21 minutes.
In terms of pedestrian access between existing bus service and the proposed station, transit stops are located in close
proximity on westbound Justis Street at Marshall Street and on eastbound Market Street at Marshall Street. The Justis
Street stop, referred to as Del. Rt. 4 & Marshall St. on the public timetable, is located approximately one quarter mile
from the station site. The Market Street stop, listed as Market St‐NWPT & Marshall Street on the timetable, is located
approximately one block south of the Justis Street stop and so is slightly closer to the proposed station. Both of the stops
sit beneath the Route 141 Newport Viaduct. Table 1 provides information on passenger boardings and alightings at the
two study area bus stops and Table 2 provides passenger load factor information.
Figure 21. Bus stop passenger boardings and alightings.
Ridership by Bus Stop
Bus Stop ID & Name
93 Del Rt. 4 & Marshall St.
99 Market St.‐NWPT & Marshall St.
Grand Total

Boardings
5
27
32

Alightings
16
9
25

Outbound
16

Inbound

Figure 22. Bus stop passenger load factor information.
Average Load Per Trip by Direction
Bus Stop ID & Name
93 Del Rt. 4 & Marshall St.
99 Market St.‐NWPT & Marshall St.

13

The Justis Street stop has no existing amenities such as a bus shelter or benches. The left photo below was taken looking
east on Justis Street, while the photo to the right was taken looking west. The bus stop sign is on the same post as the
“West 4” signs.
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Figure 23. Justis Street bus stop.
Given the availability of amenities such as a bench and bus pull off area, the Market Street bus stop pictured below
provides a more user friendly environment for transit riders. Note that riders at both stops are afforded some degree of
weather protection by the Newport Viaduct overhead.

Figure 24. Market Street bus stop.
Walk Access between Newport Train Station Location and Area Transit Stops
It is generally accepted that a typical transit rider will walk up to a quarter mile to a bus stop and a half mile to a rail
station. Therefore the proposed Newport station and route 5 transit stops (and the bulk of downtown Newport) are
located within a “reasonable” walking distance of one another. However, in assessing the quality of a "reasonable" walk,
consideration must also be given to qualitative factors such as sidewalk continuity/condition, ease of street crossings,
topography, sense of safety/security, and local street characteristics. See Figure 30 for walking routes.
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Walk access from the Justis Street bus stop to the station: From the Justis Street bus stop, the assumed walk path
would be to proceed westbound on the north side of Justis Street. Sidewalk conditions are fair to good. Justis Street at
James Street is signalized, therefore crossing west/south at this intersection will not pose a problem. Walkers would then
proceed southbound along the west side of James Street, which slopes downhill at a grade of approximately four
percent toward Ayre Street. James Street at Market Street is signalized, therefore crossing the west leg of this
intersection will not present a problem. However, pedestrians choosing to walk southbound on the east side of James
Street will have difficulty crossing this intersection due to conflict with vehicles traveling northbound on James Street
and turning right onto East Market Street. As indicated in Figure 25, this is a heavily utilized unsignalized traffic
movement which requires pedestrians to stand on a small triangular traffic median.

Figure 25. Challenging pedestrian crossing at southwest corner of Market and James Streets.
Continuing southbound along the west side of James
Street, pedestrians will cross Ayre Street. This
intersection is controlled by an all‐way stop condition
and is generally comfortable for pedestrians. It
should be noted that there is a large amount of truck
traffic in this area.
Pedestrians will be required to walk under the James
Street Bridge under the railroad, pictured in Figure
26. As noted previously, this may be an area of
concern for some pedestrians who are traveling to
and from the station during the early morning hours
and at dusk. Lighting should be provided.

Figure 26. Pedestrian underpass on James Street.
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Walk access from the Justis Street bus stop to the station: There are multiple options between the eastbound bus stop
and the station.


Option 1 would retain the eastbound bus stop in its current location, a protected pullout under the Route 141
viaduct. Patrons would walk west along Market Street, cross the Route 141 southbound on‐ramp (there is no
crosswalk at this location today), and continue west on Market and south on James. This option has the
advantage of using all existing sidewalk and is commonly used by pedestrians today. However, an uncontrolled
pedestrian crossing of the on‐ramp, where motor vehicle traffic flows freely at all times, presents safety
concerns.



Option 2 would keep the same bus stop
location. However, access would be
through a new path adjacent to the skate
park, taking patrons south to Ayre Street.
This path exists in a rough form today,
but would be widened, repaved, and well
lit. Patrons would then walk west on Ayre
Street to the underpass. The path would
be largely under the Newport Viaduct
and thus somewhat protected from
weather. There are significant security
concerns, however, as travelers along the
path would not be visible to passing
traffic. See Figure 27.



Option 3 was suggested by the Advisory
Committee. Under that option, the bus
stop would be moved west one block,
along Market Street just west of James
Figure 27. Potential path adjacent to the skate park, seen from
Street. This option would avoid the safety
Market Street.
and security concerns of the first two
options, as pedestrians would use
existing sidewalks and crosswalks to access the station. However, the sidewalk at that bus stop location is too
narrow to accommodate a shelter and there would be minor impacts to on‐street parking.

Figure 28. Sidewalk on east side of James Street between the
railroad bridge and Ayre Street.
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Walk access from the station back to the bus
stops: From the train station the assumed walk
path will be to proceed north along James Street.
James Street slopes uphill at a grade of
approximately four percent toward Ayre Street.
Pedestrian facility design accessibility standards in
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (Section 504) and
the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990
set a maximum running slope of a sidewalk at five
percent to meet the ADA. Therefore, this grade is
acceptable, although it could be challenging for
some pedestrians. As previously noted
pedestrians will have to walk under the James
Street railroad bridge. Pedestrians remaining on
the east side of James Street must pass a recessed
stairway (see Figure 28) beyond the overpass that
provided access to the former Newport station.
This area may pose potential safety/security
concerns. In the area of the railroad overpass the
sightlines while walking northbound on the west
side of James Street provide a better sense of
safety and security.

Newport Train Station Feasibility Study

Walkability summary: The quarter‐mile distance between the train station and the route 5 bus stops can be
characterized as a reasonable walk. Sidewalks are available for the length of the walk and they are in generally good
condition. In most instances, pedestrians will cross streets at signalized intersections. However, potential areas of
concern are at the access roadways from northbound James Street to eastbound Market Street, and from eastbound
Market Street to southbound Route 141. Due to the grade of James Street, the walk from the bus stops to the station
will present less of a challenge than the reverse trip. However, the walk uphill from the train station to the bus stops,
pictured in Figure 29, may pose a challenge to some individuals. The sense of safety/security is good throughout the
walk. The two points of potential concern are the right of way located under Route 141 and the recessed stairway on the
east side of James Street that pedestrians would pass on the walk from the train station to the bus stops and downtown
Newport.

Figure 29. Sidewalk on east side of James Street south of the railroad
bridge.
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Figure 30. Pedestrian and transit access options.
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Direct Bus Route 5 Access to the Station
An assessment was also conducted of whether or not it would be operationally feasible to directly serve the Newport
train station by diverting selected A.M. /P.M. trips to the station. Consideration was also given to how diverting the line
would affect the quality of route 5 service for riders who are not destined to the rail station.
Westbound route 5 service: Conceptually, westbound service could proceed via the regular route to Justis Street and
Market Street. From the existing stop on Justis at Walnut, the bus would have to move to the south side of Justis Street
to make the left turn on James Street. Trips diverting to the station would not be able to serve the existing stop on Justis
Street west of Marshall due to the common bus operations practice of not serving a stop just before a left turn. The
service would proceed south on James Street, then turn right on Ayre Street to a bus stop. Given the lack of routing
options closer to the station, route 5 riders using this service would still be required to walk approximately one block to
access the station. From the Ayre Street stop the service would continue west on Ayre Street, turn north on John Street,
and then turn left on Justis Street to resume its regular route. The intersection of John Street at Market Street is not
signalized, therefore the service will be impeded in returning to its regular route. This routing change would add 0.33
miles to the route.
Eastbound route 5 service: Eastbound route 5 service would operate via its regular route to Market Street and Mary
Street, then turn south on Mary Street and east on Ayre Street to a bus stop located midblock between John and James
Streets. Given the lack of routing options closer to the station, route 5 riders using this service would still be required to
walk approximately one block to access the station. From this stop the service would continue east on Ayre Street, north
on James Street, then east on Market where it would resume its regular route. This routing change would add 0.26 miles
to the route. In addition, trips rerouted to serve the train station would miss the established stop at John and Market
Streets.
Assessment of providing direct route 5 service to the station: The potential for extending direct service to the proposed
station was assessed based on operational feasibility, how it would affect the quality of route 5 service for riders not
destined to the station, and the quality of the connection for bus riders who want to transfer to commuter rail service.
Rerouting the service would add operating time, miles and operating cost to the service. It is not operationally feasible to
provide selected eastbound and westbound route 5 trips to the station at the midpoint of the route due to overall
scheduling, headway and transfer implications. In addition, this change would negatively affect through‐riding customers
and riders who use the service to connect to other DART bus lines. Given the fact that users of the selected trips will still
be required to walk approximately one block to the train station, rerouting service would not provide a high‐quality,
seamless connection.
Conclusions
Rerouting selected route 5 trips to the Newport Train Station is not the recommended approach for connecting bus
passengers to the station for the following reasons:





It would not provide a true direct connection because transit riders would be required to walk at least one
block to and from the station.
It would negatively impact the quality of the service provided to existing riders who are not destined to the
train stations.
It could have potential system‐wide scheduling, headway and transfer implications.
It would add operating time, miles and cost to the service for what could be minimal benefit.
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Therefore it is recommended that
treatments be identified that improve
existing amenities at area bus stops and
walk access between these stops and the
station. Potential improvements could
include:





Relocating the existing bus stops
closer to Justis Street and provide
shelters and other amenities. A
potential location for the
westbound stop on the northwest
corner of Justis Street at James
Street is pictured in Figure 28.
Provide wayfinding signs between
the bus stops and the station.
Some
Advisory
Committee
members
suggested
that
accessibility improvements (curb
ramps) at downtown Newport
intersections be addressed in the
short term. This is important so
that patrons with disabilities can
used fixed‐route buses rather
than relying on paratransit.

Figure 31. Potential bus stop relocation at the northwest corner of
Justis and James Streets.

Motor Vehicle Access
As noted above, Newport has a well‐developed street grid that provides a number of route choices for travelers. From a
motor vehicle traffic standpoint, the center of Newport is formed by the intersection of two one‐way street pairs.
Market Street (eastbound) and Justis Street (westbound) are classified as SR 4. Marshall Street (northbound) and James
Street (southbound) tie directly into the on‐ and off‐ramps for SR 141, which passes overhead on the Newport Viaduct.
This feasibility study does not address traffic concerns in detail. However, ridership forecasts indicate that most of the
traffic to and from the station is generated along the SR 141/41 corridor north and south of Newport. Traffic entering
and exiting the station from northbound SR 141 is expected to pass through the center of Newport. Drivers entering
from southbound SR 141 have two choices: exiting into downtown Newport, or continuing south to exit at South James
Street, looping back to the north to the station and avoiding the downtown intersections. Drivers exiting to the south are
likely to enter SR 141 at South James Street, also eliminating the need to pass through downtown Newport.
Furthermore, some general information is available from the Newark station to gauge peak traffic that is expected to be
generated by a new station in Newport. Recent counts at Newark show that the busiest SEPTA trains on the
Wilmington/Newark line are, not surprisingly, the express trains. About 30 percent of daily boardings toward
Philadelphia are on the early morning express train, which leaves Newark at 6:46 am. About 34 percent of daily
alightings arriving from Philadelphia are on the afternoon express (6:20 pm at Newark). It is reasonable to assume that
similar percentages will apply in Newport, with the understanding that SEPTA’s train schedule is likely to change prior to
construction of a new station.
Of the 500 forecast trips to the Newport station, about 75 percent (375 trips) are expected to be by car. Applying the
same percentage of riders per train as is currently found in Newark, about 55 cars are expected to arrive at the station
for the morning express train, and about 65 cars are expected to leave the station after the afternoon express train
arrives. Station arrivals tend to occur over a 15 to 20 minute period prior to the departure of a train, while cars usually
depart within five minutes of their drivers leaving a train. It is anticipated that these relatively modest numbers of
vehicles can be accommodated without significant impacts to traffic congestion. However, it should be acknowledged
that very short‐term, localized congestion may occur just after the afternoon express train arrives.
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Regional Bicycle Access
DelDOT has initiated a study to identify a trail link between Newark and Wilmington. One option currently under
consideration would pass through the station area, extending to the south along South James Street (eventually toward
Newark) and to the east along Water Street (toward Wilmington). Harvey Hanna & Associates, a member of the Advisory
Committee for the station project, has indicated that they are willing to discuss the use of some of their land to the east
of the station site for a trail. These opportunities should be considered as the station project moves toward
implementation.
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TRANSIT‐ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT OPPORTUNITIES
The project team conducted a high‐level reconnaissance of potential market opportunities for TOD in Newport. As
shown in the map below, Newport does not have large sites available for development or redevelopment. All sites will
be infill opportunities. The full market scan can be found in Appendix B.

Figure 32. Vacant or underutilized properties in the station area.
Under current conditions without TOD, the Newport area has limited demand for office and residential development.
However, the area has the potential to support about 130,000 square feet of retail uses, primarily food stores and
pharmacies, general merchandise, and food service. There is currently more demand for these uses in the Newport area
than is satisfied by local establishments.
TOD can enhance the market for development and/or redevelopment because rail service will give local residents more
access to regional job opportunities. To the extent transit creates new demand, residential could be a prominent
potential land use. Furthermore, to a lesser extent, the station will draw riders from outside Newport who may patronize
local businesses on their way to or from the station. Available opportunity sites in Newport are of a size and
configuration to accommodate mixed‐use development consistent with the town’s character. These would include
relatively small floorplates on most sites, first‐floor retail/professional office, and second‐floor (and possibly third‐floor)
residential.
Similar types of small‐scale TOD have been implemented in Riverside, Delran, and Palmyra along the River Line in New
Jersey and in Riverdale on MARC’s Camden Line. New development along South Main Street in Newark, although it is
oriented to bus transit rather than rail, incorporates the same scale and pedestrian orientation to the street. Newport is
the only small downtown on the NEC in Delaware, so it presents a unique opportunity.
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Through the study process, Town representatives indicated that existing zoning will support this type of mixed‐use
development. In addition, much of Ayre Street has been identified as a potential redevelopment area. Furthermore,
from discussions with the Town’s engineer, there are no known infrastructure issues that would preclude this scale of
development. All potentially developable parcels are served by public water and sewer and are not located in a
floodplain or other environmentally sensitive area.
One parcel identified by the project team as having redevelopment potential is the Exxon station located at James and
Justis Streets. The Town is understandably reluctant to discourage viable businesses such as the Exxon station. However,
the Advisory Committee did note that the gas station is located on an unusually large parcel and that there may be
opportunities that keep it at this location along with another complimentary land use. Additional opportunities that may
arise if density bonuses could be used as a development tool, providing a market‐based incentive for the property owner
to redevelop rather than taking a proscriptive approach.
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CONCLUSION
This study has found that a Newport commuter rail station is feasible based on anticipated ridership, community
interest, and physical and operating constraints. This section outlines potential costs and next steps for station
implementation.
Cost
A planning‐level estimate of probable cost was developed for discussion purposes. This anticipated cost is broken into
two parts.
1.

Work performed by the project contractor is estimated at between $10 million and $11 million, including:


Over $8 million for platform, including stair and ramp access, railings and fencing, and lighting



About $2 million for parking and access, including parking lot improvements, access to James Street,
sidewalk improvements, lighting, crosswalks, etc.

Arrangements would need to be made to accommodate current BASF employee parking that uses part of the
primary lot.
2.

All track and overhead wiring work must be performed directly by Amtrak. A rough estimate for this work is
between $11 million and $15 million. A more accurate cost estimate cannot be developed at the feasibility
study stage due to the number of variables associated with Amtrak force account work.

The total project cost is estimated to be in the range of $21‐26 million.
This cost estimate assumes that track can be placed on the former rail alignment of the Newport Industrial Track,
without modifications to the James Street bridge or existing Amtrak tracks. Field survey indicates that these are
reasonable assumptions. The estimate also assumes no new catenary poles, no station building/amenities, and that any
overflow parking would be in a future phase. All railroad‐related assumptions, which may change the cost estimate,
must be confirmed with Amtrak as the project enters more detailed design.
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Next Steps
The following steps should be taken to proceed with development of the Newport train station. To ensure continuity,
the items listed below should be compiled into a concept design report that documents all decisions made. Assuming
DelDOT/DTC is the implementing agency, as they have been for all suburban commuter rail stations in Delaware, the
concept design report would be prepared as part of the Project Development (PD) phase in DelDOT’s Capital
Transportation Program.
Step

Responsible party

Remarks

Identify implementing agency

All stakeholders

Typically DelDOT/DTC

Facilitate MOU among DelDOT, WILMAPCO, Town,
and all three railroads for construction, operations
and maintenance

All stakeholders

Confirm availability of former Town maintenance
yard on south side of Ayre Street (owned by State)
for parking

Implementing agency,
Town of Newport

Determine locally‐preferred alternatives for
pedestrian access/streetscape and parking lot
configuration

Implementing agency

Identify right of way needs for platform

Implementing agency

Conduct traffic study to identify needed signal
timing or street improvements

Implementing agency

Prepare NEPA document and identify required
environmental permits, if any

Implementing agency

Confirm stormwater management waiver

Implementing agency,
Town of Newport

Identify potential utility impacts, if any

Implementing agency,
Town of Newport, New
Castle County

Develop more detailed cost estimate for capital
programming purposes

Implementing agency

Obtain funding to move into final design, right‐of‐
way acquisition, construction, and operation

All stakeholders, led by
implementing agency

Lower‐cost items such as pedestrian
and bus stop improvements could
move forward before full station
funding is available

Incorporate this study into the Town’s
comprehensive plan, updating zoning and land
development ordinances as needed to ensure
feasibility of small‐scale mixed‐use development

Town of Newport

Could be implemented prior to
obtaining funding for the station
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Assumes Town maintenance activities
will remain at another site

No natural or cultural resource
impacts are apparent
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APPENDIX A:
RIDERSHIP FORECASTING METHODOLOGY
The Delaware Department of Transportation’s (DelDOT’s) Peninsula Model, in conjunction with an off‐model pivot
analysis, was used to model and test the addition of the Newport Train Station. The new train station would be between
the stations of Churchman’s Crossing and Wilmington on the SEPTA Wilmington/Newark line. This line serves Center City
Philadelphia commuters and provides a vital connection with communities along the I‐95 corridor with a southern
terminus in Newark, Delaware.
Highway Network Addition and TAZ Editing
The proposed station on the SEPTA Wilmington/Newark line is planned to be built in proximity to Route 141 in Newport.
A new base network was generated by adding roadway detail to the existing Peninsula Model network and Traffic
Analysis Zone (TAZ) splitting was performed in the Newport station study area by modifying the Peninsula Model TAZ
structure.
Peninsula Model Study Area Zones ‐ Existing Network and TAZs

Refined Peninsula Model ‐
New Roadway Detail and TAZ
Splitting
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Edits Made to the Highway Network







Added North Augustine Street between Boxwood Road and Justis Street/Market Street
Added West Justis Street and made East Market Street one‐way
Adjusted ramp configuration at the Route 141/Route 4 interchange to match existing conditions
Added Ayre Street between South Mary Street and South Augustine Street
Extended South James Street from south of Market Street to the Route 141 southbound on/off ramps at Old
Airport Road
Added Water Street east of James Street

Refinements Made to the TAZ Structure





Zone 99 was split into 99 and 346, separating the zonal traffic accessing the bridge (zone 99) over Route 141 (at
Burnside Boulevard) from traffic with access to Kiamensi Road (zone 346) and Market Street.
Zone 95 was split into 95 and 347. This separates traffic east (zone 95) and west (zone 347) of Augustine Street.
Zone 94 was split into 94 and 348. Zone 348 is separated from old zone 94 by the railroad tracks. Water Street
provides the only access to zone 348.
Zone 97 (downtown Newport and adjacent area) was split into 97, 349, 350 and 351. Zone 97 is now the
southeastern quadrant of old zone 97, south of Market Street and east of Route 141. Zones 349 and 350 are
the residential part of Newport, north of Market Street and separated by Route 141. Zone 351 is now the
southwestern quadrant of old zone 97, connecting James Street and Ayre Street.

Off‐Model SEPTA Regional Rail Application
The Peninsula Model was run based on the updates and changes made to code in the Newport station as described
previously. However, preliminary ridership resulting from this analysis indicated low ridership because the Peninsula
Model is a Delaware/Maryland Eastern Shore model and traffic leaving the state to Pennsylvania is modeled by way of
“external stations.” These stations do not accurately capture transit ridership beyond the state line which, given the size
and proximity of Center City Philadelphia, is not realistic.
This need for modeling transit ridership beyond the Delaware state border into Pennsylvania resulted in development of
a separate off‐model process. This process was used in conjunction with the Peninsula Model travel time skims to
determine rail ridership beyond I‐95 into Pennsylvania and finally to Philadelphia.
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SEPTA Regional Rail Ridership Off‐Model Application

Off‐Model Pivot Calibration
1.

Historical ridership data was obtained from the Delaware Transit Corporation (DTC) at the
Wilmington/Newark line stations for model calibration.

2.

Highway and transit travel skims were obtained from the calibrated Peninsula Model for two scenarios:

3.

a.

Base Without Newport Scenario ‐ with all four stations coded including Newark, Churchman’s
Crossing, Wilmington and Claymont.

b.

“With Newport” Scenario ‐ created after calibration and including the Newport station coding.

The skims were determined from all zones within Delaware to the external station on I‐95. Transit and
highway utilities were calculated and the logit equation was used to determine probabilities of using the
two modes to this external station and beyond into Pennsylvania.
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4.

5.

6.

The internal‐external trip table was also obtained from the Peninsula Model for all three scenarios
described in step 2. This I‐E trip table was reduced by using the Pennsylvania Statewide Model external‐
internal trip table to determine the portion of trips from I‐95 that travel to zones serviced by the SEPTA
Wilmington/Newark line and beyond through transfers.
After calibrating the total ridership from the steps described above, the ride sheds for the existing four
stations were determined. Also, the Newport ride shed was determined from the Drive to Rail benefits
mapping and discussions with WILMAPCO.
Finally, these ride sheds were applied to the trip table from step 4 to generate ridership for all Delaware
stations on the Wilmington/Newark line, including the proposed Newport station.

SEPTA Wilmington/Newark Line Ridership Model Results
Modeling results for the SEPTA Wilmington/Newark line for 2008 conditions (with and without Newport station) and the
2020 forecast year are shown in the following table. A ridership of 480 is expected at the Newport station in the base
year, growing to 500 in the year 2020. These numbers indicate some riders shifting from the Churchman’s Crossing
station along with new riders at Newport station. Approximately 75% of all ridership was found to be drive trips at the
Newport station. An overall ridership growth of about 21% is indicated in the forecast year 2020 for all stations.

Existing ridership
(without Newport)

Existing ridership
(if there was a
Newport station)

Future ridership
(with Newport)

Growth
(2008‐2020)

Newark

500

500

710

42%

Churchman’s Crossing

463

330

450

36%

‐‐

480

500

4%

Wilmington

2,020

2,020

2,220

10%

Claymont

1,024

1,020

1,380

35%

TOTAL

4,007

4,350

5,250

21%

SEPTA station

Newport
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APPENDIX B:
TRANSIT‐ORIENTED DEVELOPMENT MARKET RECONNAISSANCE
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Market Reconnaissance
Section 1 Introduction
1.1

Purpose

BBP & Associates, LLC (BBP LLC) was tasked to conduct preliminary market reconnaissance in order to
define and determine potential development uses at various vacant / underutilized properties located
within a 15‐minute walk shed of the Newport Transit Station in downtown Newport, Delaware. The
following scan of market conditions considers factors that could influence future transit supportive
development/redevelopment within this study area.

1.2

Study Area

The following aerial shows the Newport Transit Planning Area, including the location of the proposed
Newport Transit Station and concentric rings indicating 5‐, 10‐, and 15‐minute walk times. The green
shaded areas indicate opportunity sites, where new development or redevelopment could potentially
occur.

Map 1.1

1
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Section 2 Demographic / Economic Profile
Section 2.1 Demographics
Population and household growth characteristics are key indicators of future demand for residential and
non‐residential development. Between 2000 and 2010, the Town of Newport’s population and
households decreased by 4 percent, while New Castle County’s population increased by 7 percent over
the same period.
Table 2.1

Demographic Changes 2000 ‐ 20100
Newport, DE
New Castle County, DE
Category
2000
2010 % Change 2000
2010 % Change
Population
1,122
1,080
‐4% 500,265 534,207
7%
Households
456
438
‐4% 188,935 201,648
7%
Median Income $ 39,072 $ 47,545
22% $ 52,668 $ 69,777
32%
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
Newport’s population’s (25 years and older) educational attainment is an indicator of the strength of the
workforce, and the population’s ability to obtain differing degrees of employment. The population with
a high school diploma or more (up through a graduate/professional degree) is 85 percent of the
workforce, with the remaining without a high school diploma or less education.
Between 2005 and 2010, the state of Delaware, the Wilmington DE‐MD‐NJ Metro area, and New Castle
County have experienced an increase in unemployment (data for the Town of Newport was not
available). The unemployment rates have increased at roughly the same rate between the three
jurisdictions with little variation between, therefore, it can be inferred that unemployment in the Town
of Newport is increasing at approximately the same rate as the surrounding jurisdictions.

2.2

Industries by Business & Employees

In 2010, there were 239 businesses in Newport, with 1,628 employees working in the Town of Newport.
In 2010, there were 510 resident of Newport, in the workforce, indicating there are 1,118 workers
commuting into the Town of Newport. This could have implications for future activity in the transit
station area, as some in‐commuters could elect to use rail rather than their automobiles.
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Table 2.2

Business Summary, 2010
Category

Town of Newport

5‐Mile Drive Time

239
Number of Business
1,628
Number of Employees
Resident Workforce
510
Net Incommutation
69% 1,118
1,080
Total Residents
0.55
Emp:Res Pop Ratio
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011

2,360
33,059
19,429
47,512
0.70

New Castle County, DE

21,573
255,673
232,121
534,207
0.48

The business mix by industry in Table 2.3 shows the variety of businesses that are located in the Town of
Newport in 2010. The highlighted businesses represent the type of businesses that are likely to locate in
a Transit Oriented Development environment. Presently the businesses with the largest presence in the
Town of Newport (within a one‐mile radius) are Construction (71), Other Services (61), Retail Trade (46)
and Professional Scientific (37).
Table 2.3
Business Mix by Industry, 2010
Industry Type

Town of Newport

New Castle County, DE

No. of Bus. % of Total No. of Bus. % of Total
Agriculture
0
0.0%
53
0.2%
Mining
0
0.0%
15
0.1%
Utilities
0
0.0%
29
0.1%
Construction
71
16.4%
2,028
9.4%
Manufacturing
31
7.2%
656
3.0%
Wholesale Trade
29
6.7%
937
4.3%
Retail Trade
46
10.6%
3,035
14.1%
Transportation and Warehousing
9
2.1%
391
1.8%
Information
7
1.6%
342
1.6%
Finance/Insurance
15
3.5%
1,574
7.3%
Real Estate
19
4.4%
989
4.6%
Professional, Scientific
37
8.6%
2,003
9.3%
Management
1
0.2%
378
1.8%
Waste Management/Remediation
21
4.9%
1,104
5.1%
Education
6
1.4%
533
2.5%
Health Care/Social Assistance
26
6.0%
1,708
7.9%
Arts, Entertainment, Recreation
9
2.1%
397
1.8%
Accomodation/Food Services
16
3.7%
1,298
6.0%
Other Services
61
14.1%
2,603
12.1%
Public Administration
12
2.8%
451
2.1%
Unclassified
16
3.7%
1,049
4.9%
432
100.0%
21,573
100%
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
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The employee mix by industry in Table 2.4 is based on ESRI data for the Town of Newport for 2010.
Table 2.4 shows the industries that employ the largest number of people in Newport, and are ranked
based on the highest number of employees. The highlighted businesses represent the type of
businesses that are likely to locate near a Transit Oriented Development. The top industries within a
one‐mile radius to the Town of Newport that are presently the highest for number of employees include
Manufacturing (1,739), Construction (509), Wholesale Trade (283), Health Care/Social Assistance (256),
and Professional/Scientific (235). Retail Trade was the eighth employing 199 employees. While it
seemed like Retail Trade was a strong industry in the Town of Newport (the third highest number of
businesses), it does not employ as many workers (have as many positions) as it initially seemed it would.
Table 2.4
Employee Mix by Industry, 2010
Industry Type

Town of Newport, 2010 New Castle County, DE

Employees% of Total Employees % of Total
Agriculture
0
0.00%
164
0.1%
Mining
0
0.00%
55
0.0%
Utilities
3
0.07%
621
0.2%
Construction
509
11.45%
15,278
6.0%
Manufacturing
1,739
39.13%
21,153
8.3%
Wholesale Trade
283
6.37%
10,158
4.0%
Retail Trade
199
4.48%
29,995
11.7%
Transportation and Warehousing
102
2.30%
5,444
2.1%
Information
19
0.43%
3,878
1.5%
Finance/Insurance
125
2.81%
22,932
9.0%
Real Estate
79
1.78%
5,793
2.3%
Professional, Scientific
235
5.29%
21,265
8.3%
Management
9
0.20%
683
0.3%
Waste Management/Remediation
97
2.18%
7,702
3.0%
Education
214
4.82%
15,326
6.0%
Health Care/Social Assistance
256
5.76%
38,849
15.2%
Arts, Entertainment, Recreation
34
0.77%
7,172
2.8%
Accomodation/Food Services
138
3.11%
19,968
7.8%
Other Services
177
3.98%
12,793
5.0%
Public Administration
212
4.77%
15,545
6.1%
Unclassified
14
0.32%
899
0.4%
4,444
100% 255,673
100%
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011

4

Market Reconnaissance
Section 3
3.1

Office Market

Study Area

The Town of Newport is situated within the broad context of the Wilmington (New Castle County)
regional office market and is specifically located within the New Castle County South (NCCS) submarket.
For comparison purposes, the office submarkets within the Wilmington regional office market will be
examined and include:





Wilmington Central Business District (CBD)
Wilmington North (NCCN)
Wilmington South (NCCS)
Wilmington West (NCCW)

Map 3.1
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3.2

Regional & Local Office Market Profile

The Wilmington South submarket, which has the second largest inventory of leasable space in the
greater Wilmington market and includes the Town of Newport, consists of approximately 4.1 million
square feet of office space, of which 13.8 percent or 562,216 square feet is vacant. By comparison, the
Central Business District (CBD) and Wilmington North submarkets have vacancy rates approaching 22
percent. Asking rents for the Wilmington South submarket average $21.88 for Class A space and $22.08
for Class B space.
Table 3.1
Office Trend Profile ‐ Wilmington, Delaware (2nd Quarter ‐ 2011)
Vacancy
Submarket
Wilmington CBD
Wilmington North
Wilmington South
Wilmington West
Suburban Total
Totals
Source: Grubb & Ellis, BBP LLC

Total SF
7,316,709
3,296,295
4,061,513
1,836,729
9,194,537
16,511,246

SF
1,555,812
719,915
562,216
93,925
1,376,056
2,931,868

%
21.60%
21.80%
13.80%
5.10%
15.00%
17.80%

Under
Net Absorption Construct
Asking Rent
Current
YTD
ion
Class A Class B
26,046 ‐52,372
‐
$27.00
$20.92
‐25,017 ‐89,107
‐
$27.30
$22.09
‐12,961 13,409
‐
$21.88
$22.08
‐8,547
‐307
‐
$27.98
$20.79
‐46,525 ‐76,005
‐
$25.14
$22.07
‐20,479 ‐128,377
‐
$26.24
$21.71

Chart 3.1
8,000,000

25%

7,000,000
20%

6,000,000
5,000,000

15%

4,000,000
10%

3,000,000
2,000,000

5%

1,000,000
0

0%
Wilmington CBD

New Castle
County North
Total SF

New Castle
County South

New Castle
County West

Vacancy %
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Compared to the Wilmington regional office market area, the New Castle County South (NCCS), which
includes the Town of Newport, has:
 4.1 million square feet of office space, representing 24.5 percent of the total office square feet
in the Wilmington regional office market area
 Significantly lower vacancy rate than the Wilmington regional office market area (13.8 percent
compared to 17.8 percent of the Wilmington regional office market area)
 A positive net absorption of 13,409 square feet compared to the Wilmington regional office
market area which has a negative net absorption of 128,377 square feet (Positive absorption
occurs when the quantity of space becoming available in the market is less than the quantity of
space being taken off the market)
 Lower Class A asking rents ($21.88) than the Wilmington regional office market area ($26.24)
 Higher Class B asking rents ($22.08) than the Wilmington regional office market area ($21.71)

3.3

Office Inventory by Type

The Wilmington regional office market inventory is mainly composed of Class A office space, which
accounts for 51 percent or 8.4 million square feet of the regional market area’s total office inventory.
Class B office space, which can be described as buildings that generally qualify as a more speculative
investment and command lower rents or sales prices, accounts for 46 percent or 7.6 million square feet
while Class C represents the remaining 3 percent or 424,432 square feet of the regions total office
space.
Table 3.2

Office Trend Profile ‐ Wilmington, Delaware (2nd Quarter ‐ 2011)
Vacancy
By Class Total SF
SF
Class A
8,463,491 1,331,088
Class B
7,623,323 1,450,929
Class C
424,432 149,851
Totals
16,511,246 2,931,868
Source: Grubb & Ellis, BBP LLC

%
15.70%
19.00%
35.30%
19.80%

Net Absorption
Under
Construction
Current
YTD
‐31,547 ‐100,468
‐
‐
13,910 ‐29,426
‐2,842
1,517
‐
‐20,479 ‐128,377
‐
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Chart 3.2
Class C,
424,432, 3%

Class A,
8,463,491, 51%

Class B,
7,623,323, 46%

Class A

Class B

Class C
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Section 4 Retail Market
4.1

Retail Industry by Business & Employees

Out of the 46 retail businesses in the Town of Newport, the following are ranked based on the highest
number of businesses per industry. The top six businesses categories (by number of businesses) are
Motor Vehicle/Parts Dealer (13), Furniture/Home Furnishings (6) and Electronics Appliances (6),
Miscellaneous Stores (5), Food & Beverage Stores (4), and Clothing/Clothing Accessories Stores (3). See
Table 4.1.
Table 4.1

Retail Business Mix, 2010
Industry Type
Motor Vehicle/Parts Dealer
Furniture/Home Furnishings
Electronics/Appliance
Building Materials/Garden
Food & Beverage Stores
Health & Personal Care
Gasoline Stores
Clothing/Clothing Accessories
Sporting Goods, Hobby, Book, Music
General Merchandise
Miscellaneous Stores
NonStore

Town of Newport

New Castle County, DE

No. of Bus. % of Total No. of Bus. % of Total
13
28.3%
331
10.9%
6
13.0%
201
6.6%
6
13.0%
198
6.5%
3
6.5%
232
7.6%
4
8.7%
443
14.6%
0
0.0%
225
7.4%
2
4.3%
116
3.8%
3
6.5%
371
12.2%
1
2.2%
238
7.8%
2
4.3%
118
3.9%
5
10.9%
507
16.7%
1
2.2%
55
1.8%
46
100%
3,035
100%

Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
The top industries that employ the most workers within the Retail Sector are ranked based on the
highest number of employees within each retail type. The top five (based on number of employees) in
the Town of Newport are Furniture/Home Furnishings (48), Motor Vehicle/Parts Dealer (38), Food &
Beverage Stores (21), Gasoline Stores (18), and Miscellaneous Stores (18). See Table 4.2.
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Table 4.2

Retail Employee Mix, 2010
Industry Type
Motor Vehicle/Parts Dealer
Furniture/Home Furnishings
Electronics/Appliance
Building Materials/Garden
Food & Beverage Stores
Health & Personal Care
Gasoline Stores
Clothing/Clothing Accessories
Sporting Goods, Hobby, Book, Music
General Merchandise
Miscellaneous Stores
NonStore

Town of Newport

New Castle County, DE

Employees % of Total Employees % of Total
38
19.1%
3,818
12.7%
48
24.1%
1,513
5.0%
17
8.5%
886
3.0%
13
6.5%
3,859
12.9%
21
10.6%
6,107
20.4%
3
1.5%
2,274
7.6%
18
9.0%
731
2.4%
6
3.0%
2,383
7.9%
3
1.5%
1,938
6.5%
11
5.5%
3,825
12.8%
18
9.0%
2,412
8.0%
3
1.5%
249
0.8%
199
100%
29,995
100%

Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011

4.2

Retail Leakage Analysis

The retail leakage analysis compares supply (sales) and demand (expenditures) to determine whether
there is a net outflow of expenditures out of an area (e.g. leakage) or a net inflow of sales (e.g. surplus).
Leakage generally indicates opportunities for new retail goods and services that can capture some of the
leaked sales, while surplus generally indicates an area is saturated with retail goods and services.
The calculation of supportable square feet in the retail market sector is a function of the opportunity
gap (“leakage”) in a specific category and the average sales per square foot for that type of store.
Opportunity gaps signify that household expenditure levels for a specific geography are higher than the
corresponding retail sales estimates, and are shown in the “Retail Market Potential Supportable Square
Feet” tables for specific retail categories in the geographies selected for this analysis. Average sales per
square foot are typically expressed as a range of annual dollar amounts in a specific retail category. For
example, casual family apparel stores such as Gap, Old Navy, Hollister and Abercrombie and Fitch had an
average range of annual taxable sales per square foot of between $250 and $400 in 2007 according to
the Urban Land Institute’s 2007 Dollars and Cents of Shopping Centers. Actual individual store results
vary based on store size, location, and market characteristics. Supportable square feet for retail
categories showing opportunity gaps are calculated for the study areas described in the next paragraph.
Out of the twelve Retail Categories chosen for assessment, only two showed an adequately met need.
The remaining categories are experiencing leaked sales to areas outside of the designated study area,
and may be able to be absorbed within the study area by new development. Table 4.3 provides this
leakage data, showing the amount of consumer dollars that are spent outside the study area, by
10
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category. Table 4.4 takes the leakage dollars, and calculates based on the category’s typical sales per
square foot, and estimates the approximate square footage per category that to be supported within
the study area.
General Merchandise was the top category for leaked sales, and showed the highest supportable square
footage (37,000), followed by Supermarkets (32,000), full Service Restaurants (15,600), and Clothing
(15,500). Total supportable square footage for the selected retail categories, for this study area, is
approximately 134,200 square feet.
Table 4.3
Retail Market Potential ‐ Newport, DE
1‐mile Radius
No. Business
Expenditures

Category
Daily Needs
Supermarkets
Specialty Food Stores
Pharmacies & drug stores
GAFO
General Merchandise
Clothing and clothing accessories
Furniture and home furnishing stores
Electronic and appliance stores
Sporting goods, hobby, book, and music stores
Office supplies, stationary, gift stores
Bldg Materials, Garden Equip & Supply stores
Food Service
Full‐service restaurants
Limited service eating places
Total:
Source: ESRI Business Information Solutions; BBP LLC, 2011

1
1
1

$
$
$

2
2
6
5
1
1
3

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

8
7

$
$
$

Sales

13,198,976 $
393,932 $
3,713,272 $
8,905,777
3,528,558
2,622,403
2,929,924
1,117,642
771,496
3,253,718

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

6,292,656 $
4,712,471 $
51,440,825 $

Retail Gap

1,345,590 $
27,072 $
273,684 $
5,179,906
1,122,288
5,006,209
4,546,250
122,412
342,208
1,091,478

(11,853,386)
(366,860)
(3,439,588)

$
$
$
$
$
$
$

(3,725,871)
(2,406,270)
2,383,806
1,616,326
(995,230)
(429,288)
(2,162,240)

2,694,867 $
2,442,735 $
24,194,699 $

(3,597,789)
(2,269,736)
(27,246,126)

One Supermarket and one Specialty Food Store have been identified within the 1‐mile radius of the
proposed transit stop: Shop Rite Supermarket, and El Amigo’s Grocery Store. In addition, six Furniture &
Home Furnishing Stores were identified within 1‐mile radius of the proposed transit stop: New Life
Furniture Systems, A Levy Furniture, Solano’s Restoration, Patrick Hassler Upholstery, BASF Corporation,
and Olde Glory Antiques Treasures. This indicates demand for these specific retail categories are likely
being met within the study area.
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Table 4.4

Retail Market Potential Supportable Square Feet ‐ Newport, DE (1‐mile radius)
Median Supportable
Leakage
Sales
Square Feet
Daily Needs
Supermarkets
$
11,853,386
$370
32,036
Specialty Food Stores
$
366,860
$100
3,669
Pharmacies & drug stores
$
3,439,588
$430
7,999
GAFO
General Merchandise
$
3,725,871
$100
37,259
Clothing and clothing accessories
$
2,406,270
$155
15,524
Furniture and home furnishing stores
$225
0
Electronic and appliance stores
$325
0
Sporting goods, hobby, book, and music stores $
995,230
$150
6,635
Office supplies, stationary, gift stores
$
429,288
$190
2,259
Bldg Materials, Garden Equip & Supply stores
$
2,162,240
$325
6,653
Food Service
Full‐service restaurants
$
3,597,789
$230
15,643
Limited service eating places
$
2,269,736
$350
6,485
Total:
$
31,246,258
134,162
Source: ULI Dollars & Cents of Shopping Centers; BBP LLC 2011
We have also identified some of the shopping center nodes in the Newport, DE area. They are listed in
the Table 4.5 below, Shopping Centers in/near Newport, DE. These shopping centers may be shopping
areas where consumer dollars are spent outside of the designated study area.
Table 4.5

Shopping Centers in/near Newport, DE
Center
Location
Anchor
Shop Rite Plaza
W. Newport Pike Grocery Store
Boxwood Shopping Center
S. Maryland Ave. Grocery Store
Prices Corner Shopping Center Kirkwood Highway Sears/JC Penny
Source: BBP, LLC, 2011
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Section 5 Residential Market
5.1

Residential Building Permits

As residential building permits usually precede outlays for new home construction, they are often a
leading indicator for the health of the residential market. Due to the global economic recession and the
decline of the residential market, the amount of residential building permits issued has decreased
drastically since 2005. Residential permits issued in New Castle County have declined significantly, from
1,057 in 2005 to 503 in 2010.
Table 5.1

Building Permits by Unit and Area
2005 ‐ 2010
Type
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
New Castle County, DE
Single Family 1,057 1,028
784
414
430
Multifamily
‐
‐
‐
52
124
Total 1,057 1,028
784
466
554
Town of Newport, DE
Single Family
0
0
0
0
1
Multifamily
0
0
0
0
0
Total
0
0
0
0
1
Source: BBP LLC, U.S. Census Bureau, 2011

5.2

2010

Total

503
‐
503

4,216
176
4,392

0
0
0

1
0
1

Residential Market Profile

Table 5.2

New Castle County, DE Residential Market Profile
2010
New Listings
855
Closed Sales
304
Pending Sales
311
Median Sales Price
$242,000
% of Original List Price Received at Sale
93.20%
Average Days on Market Until Sale
65
Source: Patterson‐Schwartz Real Estate, 201, BBP LLC

July
2011
719
415
380
$199,900
90.90%
93

Year‐To‐Date
Change
2012
2013
Change
‐15.90%
6,236
5,518
‐11.50%
36.50%
2,734
2,476
‐9.40%
22.20%
2,837
2,768
‐2.40%
‐17.40% $214,000 $199,250 ‐6.90%
‐2.50%
92.50%
20.20% ‐78.20%
43.10%
78
95
21.80%
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Table 5.3 shows the number of housing units by type for the Town of Newport, and housing units within
the 5‐minute drive shed of the proposed transit station. Two data sources were used for this analysis –
ESRI for 2010, and the American Community Survey estimates for 2007 through 2009. The ACS
estimates were used, as this is the most up to date source of data for the number of units by category
(single‐family and multifamily) category, as ESRI data only provided numbers from the year 2000, for this
category.
In 2010, the Town of Newport had more renter‐occupied housing (49 percent) than owner‐occupied
housing (40 percent), whereas housing units within a 5‐minute driveshed had 64 percent owner‐
occupied, and 27 percent renter occupied.
In the 2007 to 2009 American Community Survey, the Town of Newport’s housing stock was 70 percent
single‐family units, with 30 percent multi‐family. The 5‐minute driveshed’s housing stock is 90 percent
single‐family units, and 10 percent multi‐family. The town of Newport has less owner‐occupied units,
and less single‐family units than the housing stock within the 5‐minute driveshed.
Table 5.3

Housing Units by Type
Town of Newport, 2010
5 Minute Driveshed
2010 ESRI
Type
Number Percent
Type
Number Percent
Owner‐occ
197
40% Owner‐occ
13,057
64%
Renter‐occ
243
49% Renter‐occ
5,426
27%
Vacant
54
11% Vacant
1,761
9%
Total
494
100% Total
20,244
100%
2007‐2009 ACS Survey
Type
Number Percent
Type
Number Percent
Single‐Family
340
70% Single‐Family 17,085
90%
Multi‐Family
144
30% Multi‐Family
1,878
10%
Total
484
100% Total
18,963
100%
Source: ESRI, 2007‐2009 ACS, BBP LLC, 2011
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Section 6 Summary Conclusions
The new transit station and commuter rail service proposed for Newport will generate new activity in its
direct vicinity, serving as a catalyst for the introduction of space and services where none presently
exists. The availability of redevelopment sites in the station area enhances the opportunities for transit
oriented development. Nonetheless, these two factors alone will not necessarily guarantee the
attraction of investment to the area or the success of future development. However, the experience in
similar environments has shown that TOD areas possess certain advantages with regard to attracting
development. Although early projections point to relatively modest ridership at the Newport Station,
particularly in the early years, the available opportunity sites are of a size and configuration to
accommodate relatively modest redevelopment. In terms of accelerating TOD in the transit area, best
practices show the application of public incentives to be effective.
Rail service in Newport will give local residents access to thousands of jobs on the eastern seaboard,
particularly in the Philadelphia metropolitan area. For that reason, residential should be considered as a
prominent potential land use for the transit area. True transit oriented development typically comprises
a mix of relatively dense land uses, including commercial and residential. A common building
configuration is ground floor retail or professional services with residential or commercial uses on the
upper floors.
Housing development potential will be largely dependent on the transit area’s ability to create demand
where none is readily evident, as the market scan shows. Nonetheless, case studies have shown that
not only do transit areas generate demand for housing, but that TOD housing typically commands
premium price points. According to the Transportation Research Board, market support for TOD is
typically propelled by increasing population growth (by key age cohorts attracted to TOD), traffic
congestion, air pollution, affordable housing shortages, and key demographic shifts. National trends
indicate that housing demand is changing dramatically because of profound demographic shifts,
including the aging of baby boomers, the number of new immigrants, and the preference of younger
adults who prefer urban, mixed‐use environments. According to the Urban Land Institute, it is estimated
that a third of all housing preference in these key demographic groups is for smaller housing choices
including apartment units1.
The findings of Section 4, the retail analysis, show support for most retail categories within a one‐mile
radius of the transit station. Although there are local shopping centers that serve the resident
population of Newport, the activity‐generating dynamic of the transit station will, of itself, create
demand for retail in its direct proximity. Therefore, we conclude that, based on evident demand for
134,200 square feet of retail in a one‐mile radius, there is a strong likelihood that the limited amount of
ground floor retail that could be accommodated on the relatively small opportunity sites would be
market supportable.

1

Haughey, Richard M. “Higher-Density Development: Myth and Fact”. Washington, D.C: ULI-the Urban Land Institute, 2005
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Office market data for Wilmington are indicative of regional characteristics, and are derived from an
inventory of what are mostly relatively large blocks of conventional, for lease office space. As the
analysis of the Wilmington metro area office market in Section 3 shows, the Wilmington South
submarket, which includes Newport, has a relatively low vacancy rate of 13.8 percent, compared to the
Wilmington Central Business District at 21.6 percent and Wilmington North at 21.8 percent. This bodes
well for new, strategically located inventory. Indeed, commercial office development will benefit from
its unique orientation and proximity to transit at the Newport station, which offers unmatched access to
the regional public transportation system. The relatively small blocks of office space which could be
accommodated in the transit station area should appeal to local professional services businesses, as well
as other small businesses and satellite offices of larger concerns.
There are many good examples of traditional transit villages that have been created in the Philadelphia
metro area. The Newport transit area could enhance its transit village potential, both in terms of
ridership and development opportunities at the immediate station, through a number of initiatives
including enhanced pedestrian and bike access, vehicular access, park and ride facilities, shared parking,
and a circulator bus system. All of these could be explored in a more detailed sector based market
analysis.
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Appendix
Demographic / Economic Profile
Demographics ‐ In 2010, Newport’s Population was 1.080, Households 438, with a Median
Household Income of $47,545. The population breakdown of race and ethnicity shows that 66
percent of the population is “White Alone” with 14 percent “Black Alone” and 21 percent of
“Hispanic Origin.” The Town of Newport is no more diverse in race and ethnicity than the
County, as the County is 67 percent “White Alone,” 23 percent “Black Alone” and 8 percent of
“Hispanic Origin.” There are more people of Hispanic Origin in the Town of Newport, but more
people considered “Black Alone” in the County. Additionally, 40 percent of all housing units are
owner‐occupied in the Town of Newport, compared to New Castle County, which has 65
percent owner‐occupied housing.
Table 1

Population by Race/Ethnicity
Town of Newport, 2010

Total Population
White Alone
Black Alone
American Indian Alone
Asian or Pacific Islander Alon
Some Other Race Alone
Two or More Races
Hispanic Origin
Diversity Index
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011

New Castle County, DE, 2010

1,080
Total Population
534,207
714
White Alone
359,521
149
Black Alone
122,333
8
American Indian Alone
1,603
27
Asian or Pacific Islander Alon 21,902
89
Some Other Race Alone
17,629
93
Two or More Races
11,753
226 Hispanic Origin
42,737
69.4
Diversity Index
56.8

Table 2

General Demographics
Town of Newport, 2010
New Castle County, DE, 2010
Total Population
1,080
Total Population 534,207
Total Households
438 Total Households
201,648
Average Household Size
2.47 Average Household Size
2.56
Housing Units
494 Housing Units
218,249
Owner Occupied
40% Owner Occupied
65%
Renter Occupied
11% Renter Occupied
27%
Median Household Income
$ 47,545 Median Household Income
$ 69,777
Average Household Income
$ 59,750 Average Household Income
$ 98,578
Median Age
31.9 Median Age
36.9
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
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Between 2000 and 2010, Newport’s population and households have decreased by 4 percent. However,
the household median income has increased by 22percent. Compared to New Castle County, which has
experienced an increase of population, household and income, Newport has remained steady, with only
minimal decrease in population and households, and an increase in median income that is lower, yet
comparable when considering there has been a decrease in population and households, to New Castle
County’s Median Income increase.
Table 3

Demographic Changes 2000 ‐ 20100
Newport, DE
New Castle County, DE
Category
2000
2010 % Change 2000
2010 % Change
Population
1,122
1,080
‐4% 500,265 534,207
7%
Households
456
438
‐4% 188,935 201,648
7%
Median Income $ 39,072 $ 47,545
22% $ 52,668 $ 69,777
32%
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
Newport’s population’s (25 years and older) educational attainment is an indicator of the strength of the
workforce, and the population’s ability to obtain differing degrees of employment. The population with
a high school diploma or more (up through a graduate/professional degree) is 85 percent of the
workforce, with the remaining without a high school diploma or less education. In addition, 50 percent
of the workforce population has some college or more education. In short, half of the population has
college education, and have skills necessary to fill employment. When compared to the County’s
educational attainment, the Town of Newport is similar. The population with a high school diploma or
more (up through a graduate/professional degree) is 89 percent, with the reaming without a high school
diploma or less education. In addition, 60 percent of the workforce population throughout the County
have some college, or more.
Table 4

Educational Attainment, 25 Years +
Town of Newport, 2010
New Castle County, DE, 2010
Category
Number Percent
Category
Number Percent
Total
686
100%
Total 350,392
100%
30
4%
11,913
3%
Les s tha n 9th Gra de
Les s tha n 9th Gra de
72
11% 9th ‐ 12th, No Di pl oma 25,579
7%
9th ‐ 12th, No Di pl oma
243
35% Hi gh School Gra dua te 104,417
30%
Hi gh School Gra dua te
150
22% Some Col l ege,No Degree 67,976
19%
Some Col l ege, No Degree
74
11%
26,279
8%
As s oci a te's Degree
As s oci a te's Degree
84
12%
68,326
20%
Ba chel or's Degree
Ba chel or's Degree
33
5%
45,551
13%
Gra d/Prof Degree
Gra d/Prof Degree
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
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Market Reconnaissance
Between 2005 and 2010, the state of Delaware, the Wilmington DE‐MD‐NJ Metro area, and New Castle
County have experienced an increase in unemployment (data for the Town of Newport was not
available). When compared, the labor force (number of people that live in the area that are able to
work), have decreased, yet the number of people unemployed has increased. The unemployment rates
have increased at roughly the same rate between the three jurisdictions in Table 5, with little variation
between, therefore, it can be inferred that unemployment in the Town of Newport is increasing at
approximately the same rate as the surrounding jurisdictions.
Table 5

Unemployment Snapshot
New Castle County
Wilmington, DE‐MD‐NJ Metro
Year
Labor
Labor
Unemployed
Unemployed
Force
Force
2010
261,669 22,411
8.6%
343,029
30,904
9.0%
2009
269,684 21,794
8.1%
351,844
29,831
8.5%
2008
273,971 13,460
4.9%
357,008
18,181
5.1%
2007
274,196
9,849
3.6%
356,915
13,445
3.8%
2006
274,132 10,216
3.7%
357,166
14,018
3.9%
2005
271,356 11,497
4.2%
352,775
15,321
4.3%
Source: BBP LLC, Bureau of Labor Statistics, 2011

Delaware
Unemployment
8.5%
8.0%
4.9%
3.5%
3.5%
4.0%

Industries by Business & Employees
In 2010, there were 239 businesses in Newport, with 1,628 employees working in the Town of Newport.
In 2010, there were 510 resident of Newport, in the workforce, indicating there are 1,118 workers
commuting into the Town of Newport.
Table 6

Business Summary, 2010
Category

Town of Newport

239
Number of Business
1,628
Number of Employees
Resident Workforce
510
Net Incommutation
69% 1,118
Total Residents
1,080
Emp:Res Pop Ratio
0.55
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011

5‐Mile Drive Time

2,360
33,059
19,429
47,512
0.70

New Castle County, DE

21,573
255,673
232,121
534,207
0.48
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Market Reconnaissance
The business mix by industry in Table 7 shows the variety of businesses that are located in the Town of
Newport in 2010. The highlighted businesses represent the type of businesses that are likely to locate in
a Transit Oriented Development environment. Presently the businesses with the largest presence in the
Town of Newport (within a one‐mile radius) are Construction (71), Other Services (61), Retail Trade (46)
and Professional Scientific (37).
Table 7

Business Mix by Industry, 2010
Industry Type
Agriculture
Mining
Utilities
Construction
Manufacturing
Wholesale Trade
Retail Trade
Transportation and Warehousing
Information
Finance/Insurance
Real Estate
Professional, Scientific
Management
Waste Management/Remediation
Education
Health Care/Social Assistance
Arts, Entertainment, Recreation
Accomodation/Food Services
Other Services
Public Administration
Unclassified

Town of Newport

New Castle County, DE

No. of Bus. % of Total No. of Bus. % of Total
0
0.0%
53
0.2%
0
0.0%
15
0.1%
0
0.0%
29
0.1%
71
16.4%
2,028
9.4%
31
7.2%
656
3.0%
29
6.7%
937
4.3%
46
10.6%
3,035
14.1%
9
2.1%
391
1.8%
7
1.6%
342
1.6%
15
3.5%
1,574
7.3%
19
4.4%
989
4.6%
37
8.6%
2,003
9.3%
1
0.2%
378
1.8%
21
4.9%
1,104
5.1%
6
1.4%
533
2.5%
26
6.0%
1,708
7.9%
9
2.1%
397
1.8%
16
3.7%
1,298
6.0%
61
14.1%
2,603
12.1%
12
2.8%
451
2.1%
16
3.7%
1,049
4.9%
432
100.0%
21,573
100%

Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
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Market Reconnaissance
The employee mix by industry in Table 8 is based on ESRI data for the Town of Newport for 2010. Table
8 shows the industries that employ the largest number of people in Newport, and are ranked based on
the highest number of employees. The highlighted businesses represent the type of businesses that are
likely to locate near a Transit Oriented Development. The top industries within a one‐mile radius to the
Town of Newport that are presently the highest for number of employees include Manufacturing
(1,739), Construction (509), Wholesale Trade (283), Health Care/Social Assistance (256), and
Professional/Scientific (235). Retail Trade was the eighth employing 199 employees. While it seemed
like Retail Trade was a strong industry in the Town of Newport (the third highest number of businesses),
it does not employ as many workers (have as many positions) as it initially seemed it would.
Table 8

Employee Mix by Industry, 2010
Industry Type

Town of Newport, 2010 New Castle County, DE

Employees% of Total Employees % of Total
Agriculture
0
0.00%
164
0.1%
Mining
0
0.00%
55
0.0%
Utilities
3
0.07%
621
0.2%
Construction
509
11.45%
15,278
6.0%
Manufacturing
1,739
39.13%
21,153
8.3%
Wholesale Trade
283
6.37%
10,158
4.0%
Retail Trade
199
4.48%
29,995
11.7%
Transportation and Warehousing
102
2.30%
5,444
2.1%
Information
19
0.43%
3,878
1.5%
Finance/Insurance
125
2.81%
22,932
9.0%
Real Estate
79
1.78%
5,793
2.3%
Professional, Scientific
235
5.29%
21,265
8.3%
Management
9
0.20%
683
0.3%
Waste Management/Remediation
97
2.18%
7,702
3.0%
Education
214
4.82%
15,326
6.0%
Health Care/Social Assistance
256
5.76%
38,849
15.2%
Arts, Entertainment, Recreation
34
0.77%
7,172
2.8%
Accomodation/Food Services
138
3.11%
19,968
7.8%
Other Services
177
3.98%
12,793
5.0%
Public Administration
212
4.77%
15,545
6.1%
Unclassified
14
0.32%
899
0.4%
4,444
100% 255,673
100%
Source: BBP LLC, ESRI, 2011
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